Introduction 


To what extent does the individual's right to know become 
subordinate to the government's right to secrecy based on 
the public interest or welfare? And, at what point does the 
"people's right to know'’ become superior to the government's 


right to secrecy? 


“ 


These are the paramount questions in an age when our 
country is filled with crisis after crisis and government at 
every level is being asked to become more responsive to the 


essential needs of all citizens. 


How much has been done by government to assure citizens 
access to ''public records" which might contain information 
effecting them or ''public meetings’! where decisions are 
being made which may be vital to their day to day living? 

How available are public records, how open are public meetings 
and to what extent has goverment been supportive of citizens 
who desire access to such crucial information? 

At the federal level, the ''Freedom of Information Act'! 
attempts to accomplish a balance between the ''public's eee 


to know"! on one hand, and the government's need for secrecy 
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on the other, 


As of 1970, only 37 states had access statutes, effecting 
both meetings and records, which allowed the public varying 
degrees of accessibility. Three states--Colorado, 
Maryland and Vermont--have statutes pertaining to 
meetings only and eight states -- Kansas, Kentucky, 
Mississippi, Missouri, Oregon, South Carolina, Tennessee, 
and Wyoming-- have statutes pertaining to records only. 

The District of Colubmia, Rhode Island and West Virginia 
have no known statutes pertaining to either public records 


ory meeting's. 
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The citizen finds himself surrounded by a multitude of prob- 
lems, urban urest and decay; deteriorating school systems; 
inadequate free school lunch and food stamp programs; threats 


of mass disqualifications from state welfare rolls; the absence 
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of adequate health care and garbage collection services 

in black and poor areas; drug addiction and police 
insensitivity. With these problems in ‘,amind~: the 
question then arises: Why is the government falling 

short in meeting its responsibility to provide essential 
Services under various legislative mandates, administrative 


regulations and rulings? 


Citizens must continually remind the government that its 
functim is to serve and inform the people and not to 
assume an authoritarian attitude where its activities are 
clouded in secrecy. In instances where the public has been 
denied access to "public" records, information and meetings, 
notwithstanding the existence of an access statute in the 
particular jurisdiction, they have come about because of vague, 
indefinite language of the state's statutes. For Pe the 
term ''in the public interest'! is open to interpretation by officials 
and administrators and, therefore, might be construed by them 
as meaning one thing -- the negative -- while the citizens 
construe it to mean another -- the positive. The same applies 
to the terms ''public meetings"! and "public records", Where 


these definitions are unclear, can and should citizens demand 


Digitized by the Internet Archive 
in 2024 with funding from. 
Digitization funded by a generous grant from the National Endowment for the Humanities. 


https://archive.org/details/box24 statements 


to exercise their rights using the courts to test the 
interpretation which officials have given such statutes? 
And, should limitationgon who may inspect public records 


such as "taxpayers, ''citizens of the state!', etc., be removed? 


Citizens should be concerned when an access statute 
defines ''public meetings"! to mean school board meetings 
only. Of equal concern are statutes which provide a clearer 
definition of ''public meetings", but makes a provision for 
"executive sessions'' which are closed to the public. Some 
citizens contend that all such meetings should be open to the 
public unless to do so would threaten public security and 


safety or effect a breach of the peace. 


Many attempts have been made to improve existing access 
statutes. Most, however, have been unsuccessful. There are 
numerous opinions as to why they have failed. In some instances 
the press and media failed to relate to the citizen the vast 
importance of have such laws. Itis true, too, that there are 
many legislators, bureaucrats, and administrators, who 
allege that they would arouse "'too much curiosity"; but it. could be 


that 
true/..:there would be ''too many citizens" looking over their 
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shoulder to see what they are actually doing. if access 
statutes had more bite. 
It is our contention that a law enacted does not assure 
implemented or 
citizens that it will be/enforced. Citizens must demand 


that access statutes be strengthened where they are- weak and 


enacted where they do not exist. 


If this society is to remain free, citizens must have 
access to public files, records, regulations, etc., so 
government will truly be the people's servant -- not 


their master. 
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Brief Analysis of Pending Crime Bills 
by Julius W. Hobson 

The cliches which have come out of the present Administration -- "Crime in 
the streets" and "Preventive detention" simply mean in translation, "Black people 
in the streets" and "Black detention." 

The pending crime bills proposed by the present Administration are primarily 
nationwide and would amend the Bail Reform Act of 1966 to allow pre-trial detention, 
and would completely revise the Court system and the Court procedures in the District 
of Columbia, with particular emphasis on criminal procedures. 

One bill simply allows a judge to confine a person prior to trial (preventive 
detention) if the judge finds that he may be a danger to the safety of any other 
person or to the community, provided that he also finds one of several other conditions 
generally relating to the requirement that the crime with which he is charged be a 
dangerous crime or one involving violence. In the hearing on pretrial detention, 
the rules of evidence may be disregarded and hearsay and other such evidence used. 

Another bill does a number of things. First, it authorizes a "Superior Court” 
to replace the Court of General Sessions. This Superior Court will have fifty 
Judges. The powers of the U.S. Court of Appeals to review decisions of the District 
Courts are almost eliminated and in its stead the Court of Appeals for the District 
of Columbia, which currently has six judges, is increased to nine and is given general 
review power over all of the Superior Court decisions. The present six judges of 
the District of Columbia Court of Appeals are considered to be quite conservative, 
and include Frank Nebekker, a very conservative Assistant U.S. Attorney just appointed 
by President Nixon, and only one Black person. 

This bill contains an extremely broad wiretap section which roughly follows the 
national wiretap law. In effect, the police and Federal Agents are given open-ended 
authority to indiscriminately wiretap or bug in any way they see fit. This is true 


because the initial section of the Act explicitly exempts them from its coverage. 
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A Judicial Commission of seven members is created which has the power to suspend, 
retire or remove a District of Columbia judge. (This does not include Judges of the 
U.S. District Court and the U.S. Court of Appeals.) The Commission consists of seven 
members appointed by the President and has the power among other things to act against 
Judges based upon "conduct which is prejudicial to the administration of justice or 
which brings the judicial office into disrepute." This open-ended power can of course 
be used for many purposes. Moreover the decision of the Commission is only appealable 
to a special 3-judge tribunal appointed by the Chief Justice of the U.S. (i.e. Warren 
Burger). The new D.C. Court of Appeals has full power to review decisions of the City 
Council, the Mayor, and other municipal agencies. 

A section of the same bill provides that upon the commission of a third felony, 

a person can be subjected to the lifetime supervision of the Court -- i.e., put in 
jail for life. 

New provisions allow all sorts of appeals by the prosecution from adverse decisions 
in criminal cases -- something which is almost universally forbidden by the rest of 
the states. One section allows the prosecution to appeal at anytime during a trial 
(an interlocutory appeal) of any decision of the Court suppressing or otherwise 
forbidding the use of illegally obtained evidence. This proposed legislation in 
unabashed, wide-open terms, states that the prosecution can take an interlocutory 
appeal from any legal question while the trial is in progress. 

The Attorney General is allowed to assign any special investigators to the U.S. 
District Attorney, who are thereby invested with the same general police powers as 
the metropolitan police itself. This of course means that the Attorney General can 
literally have Federal agents policing under full police powers the entire District 
of Columbia. 


A so-called "no-knock" provision states that policemen, if they have reasonable 
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cause to believe that their person or the person of another might be in danger or 

that evidence might be destroyed can enter a person's home or any place else without 
identification, and states that he may make his entrance with all force necessary to 
achieve his objective regardless of any resistance by the homeowner or the person in 
the building. Moreover, the legislation states that the policeman can seize anything 
that might be evidence or might be used in any way connected with any crime, regardless 
of whether it was indicated in the warrant or not or whether this was the particular 
crime for which the search was being made. 

A policeman does not even have to have the warrant with him as long as he shows 
it to the arrested person "as soon as possible." A policeman may arrest without 
a warrant any person "whom he has probable cause to believe ... is about to commit ... 
the following offenses: (then follows a long list of offenses relating to the pro- 
tection of property such as larceny, unlawful entry, receiving stolen goods, burglary, 
unlawful use of vehicle, etc.). 

Finally, such laws would largely destroy the centuries-old right of citizens to make 
arrests. Citizens arrests are restricted to offenses committed in the citizen's presence 
and are offenses which are felonies or the above listed offenses relating to the pro- 
tection of property. Moreover, in direct contradiction to universal as well as 
ancient justice, the person making a citizens arrest is required to take the arrested 
person to a law enforcement officer, not to a committing magistrate or judge. 

In my judgment, the proposed legislation advocated by the Administration would 
authorize the establishment of a a police state in the District of Columbia with the 


primary unstated purpose of suppressing Black people. 
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Rited ctl ttaeiee Teen 
On May 25th of this year, Judge J. Skelly Wright, sitting as a judge of the 


United States District Court for the District’ of Columbia, issued another | Gen 6 (eghion 
the long standing, controvetciad of Hobson v. Bixee The court's latest order 
will have a direct and immediate effect on the operation of ‘the D. c. schools this 
fall, and in the future. | 

D. C. Citizens has prepared an analysis of Judge Wright's decision to help 
citizens understand what it actually requires, and to provide a basis for evaluating 


the school system's decisions on how to meet those requirements. etses yeas ad 
arack tine ABAVE 4 hers ondine ck ~ ony phe ¢ wh, 
covers the history of the case to the present, and suggestions—on ake eaapie 
Yat 
to the school system to comply with dudge-Wright's- order. All quotations in this 
Dud ge td, ghee" | wb 
analysis are directly from the decision as released in typescript. 
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History of the Case 
In 1966, Julius W. Hobson brought suit on behalf of his own and other black 


children in the D. C. schovls, against the then Superintendent of Schools of the 
District of Columbia, Carl F. Hansen,the members of the D. C. Board of Education, 

the judges of the U. S. Distxict Court for the District of Columbia, who had appointed 
the members of the Board of Education, and the members of the District Board of 
Elections. 


Footota, - A United States District Court for the District of Columbia, JULIUS W. HOBSON, 
Vy individually and on behalf of JEAN MARIE HOBSON and JULIUS W. HOBSON, UR., 
LN et al.) plaintiffs, V. CARL F. HANSEN... . . . . . et ale, Defendants, 
x) Civil Action No. 82-66, May 25, 1971 
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ceiiy Weight, Of the United States Court of Appeals, District of 

Coluinbia Judicial Circuit, heard the case sitting as a member. of the U. S. District 

Court for the District because the District Court judges were themselves defendants. 
Of those principals directly involved in ie original case, q@eaay Mc. Hobson 


and Judge Wright remain on the scene. School Superintendents have come and gone; 
EXCEPT Rosenveld eye PAlew %, 
none of the current Board m were members of the , 


Se trp eer ye 
earl Uno aall w Thy rhe bysts Te warre lareaneat vf dhe Diediet” Count’ pag tt ed 
appointed Board » the Koaardt od OE a nl, ind Waa Lunada dis acly afta, 
ha fomad of ee aa tcchion Tuer, AAA adgetrel tod hl 
The original suit is summarized in Judge Wright's recent decision. 


4JIn 1967 the basic question presented to the court was whether the 
defendants, the Superintendent of Schools and the members of the 
Board of Education, in the operation of the public school system here, 
were unconstitutionally depriving the District's Negro and poor public 
school children of their right to equal educational opportunity with 
the District's white and more affluent public school children. The 
court concluded that they were, and its decree permanently enjoined 
. the District of Columbia school board from discriminating on the basis 
Of racial or economic status in the Operation of the public school 
system. 


cindy decree was based in part upon the court's finding of a systen- 
atic discrimination favoring the west of Rock Creek Park schools in 
the distribution of District educational resources--in the age and 
condition of school buildings, in school congestion, in quality of 
faculty and of text books, in curricula and special programs such as 
kindergarten, and lastly in per-pupil expenditures. (Legal references 
omitted). / 


a SS 


The court ordered elimination of the track eystaily and optional attendance zones, 


required school faculties to be integrated, and called for "campensatory education 
to de facto segregated schools". (Page 4, footnote 3.) 


4¥ The court held further that per-pupil expenditure is a measure which 
summarizes most other relevant distributions of education resources. 
But on the assumption that compliance with other items of the 1967 
decree would have the secondary effect of equalizing overall resource 
distribution, the court deferred any more specific remedy for the in- 
equality in per-pupil expen tures. (Page 3.) 


In May of 1970, Mr. Hobson filed an amended motion stating that differences in 

total per-pupil expenditures had not decreased since the court's 1967 order, but in 

fact had increaSéd; plaintiffs requested further action by the court to bring about 
compliance by the ‘byéhe school system with the original decree. “pete deals if, Hace avbieks Wace 
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in tne course of the fo.lowing year many elements of the case were exhaustively 
argued; memoranda, affacavits, and exhibits filed by both the plaintiffs and defendants | 
stacked higher and higher. In an effort to limit the arguments to manageable issues, 
Judge Wright made two decisions. 
1. The court asked plaintiffs and defendants to state the facts and 
statistics on which they were agreed. These stipulations Degaiies 
the basic facts on which the court based its decision. (Page 5/4 Pootnotes 3, 3F 
2. The court agreed with the defendants that some costs contributing 
to per-pupil expenditures--such as costs of vandalism, age of school 


buildings, etc. - were beyond the control of the school system. 
Expenditures for teaching costs were within the control of the 


poss \o\e tof’ defendants, and "have a direct bearing on the quality of a child's 
C)eav ants Rousselo education." (Page 28) 
yeshow CTherefore the focus 6f the argument was shifted to "expenditures 
inter pieantces one ~ 4 per-pupil for teachers' salaries and benéfits, or 'teacher expendi- 
tures per pupil',,", (Page 5, footnote 4; also discussed on p. 28.) 
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Won. Even eS the ensuing arguments were based on da th parties agreedp-— | 
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is ax oxmend 5 experts the Nee Sin leg and, occasionally bénéGis- 
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ung ecu They includes! the effects of busing children, the ‘randomness of Unequal | 


per-pupil expenditures, possible econamies of scale,and whether more experienced-and 


therefore more highly paid- teachers are necessarily better; we will not attempt to 
wVumenys 
outline these Abate tier iW 


Judge Wright's conclusion, however, is clear. 


9 After a year of discovery and argument by memoranda, the record 
before the court indicates that a striking differential in per- 
pupil expenditures for teachers' salaries and benefits exists between 
schools east and west of the Park and that differential is greater 
in fiscal 1971 than it was in fiscal 1970. The area west of the 
Park , where despite voluntary busing the public school population 
is today 74 percent white, is decidedly favored over the rest of 
the city where the school population is 98 per cent black, and is 
especially favord over Anacostia, one of the most poor and black 
sections of the city. (Pages 3-6;footnotes omitted} . 
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YParticularly in view of the 1967 opinion and decree in this case, 
these figures [provided by the school system) make out a compelling 
rima facie case that the District of Columbia school system operates 

discriminatorily along racial and socio-economic lines. (Page 7.) 
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@ By what lawful justification do the elementary schools in the wiite 
schoo.s in the white and wealthy west of the Park area receive strik- 
ingly higher teacher expenditures per pupil, out of regular appropria- 
tions uniciicly within defendants' control, as compared with ali of 
the city's black and generally poder schools, including those of the 
Model Schools Division?, . . . this is a question for which defendants 
have no satisfactory answer. (Page 10) 


in his review of the school sys:-m's arguments, Judge Wright points out that the | 
: Schools 
figures and arguments provided by the school system serve only to defeat the samedi 


Own case. 


B00 take one of many possible examples, if teacher expenditures per- 
pupil in fiscal 1971 at the Draper School (actually $362) had been at 
the citywide average ($497) they would have increased by $135 per pupil. 
The increase in total teacher expenditures would then have been approxi- 
mately $147,000. Under salary scales currently in effect, this would 
have permited the addition of perhaps 15 new teachers at Draper. ‘his 
addition would have reduced the pupil-teacher ratio from the present 
25/1 to 18/1. (page 28.) 


These figures , combined with the protections clearly provided by the U. S. Consti- 
tution, can lead only to this conclusion: 


where teacher experience has not been proved to be unrelated to 
educational opportunity, where the administration itself has chosen to 
reward experience, and where a pattern of racial and socio-economic 
discrimination in expenditures continues in the District, the law re- 
quires either that experienced teachers be distributed uniformly among 


the schools in the system or that some offsetting benefit be given to 
those schools which are denied their fair complement of ienced 
teachers. (Page 17; emphasis added, footnote amitted.) 

The court's 1967 opinion, as reviewed in this decision, had this intent: 


Fwhile setting a minimum standard, the court did not wish to preclude 
the school administration from focusing, if it saw fit, on equality 
of output, in terms of giving each student an equal opportunity to 
attain his own unique potential, rather than on equality of inputs. 
But the minimum required was that there be an equality of ifputs in 
terms of objective resources. Under injunction to refrain from 
further discrimination, defendants have failed to comply with this 
"minimum." The court having found that an unequal distribution of 
the most experienced and highly paid teach: in favor of the pre- 
dominately white west of the Park area does iavor this area as well 
agx in educational opportunity, no excuse for this continuing racial 
discrimination short of a "compelling state interest" is worthy of 
this court's attention at this late date in the history of the case. 
(Page 18, footnote 22.) 
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(cdmad ganen ar admovels 
Juoge Wright Makes cleat his iaweepi esas the competence and/or sensitivity 


of the school administration in their presumed efforts to comply with his 1967 


decision. In discussing the school system's failure to analyze the achievement test 


Scores of children bused to schools west of Rock Creek Park, he says, 


Finally, 


BWhile the court does not charge defendants with a lack of candor, 

it does seem incredible that a school system under injunction to 

provide equal educational Opportunity to all its students would not have 
shown more interest in studying the effect upon individual student 
achievement of a voluntary busing program which permits students to 
transfer from allegedly inferior to allegedly superior schools. That 
defendants have failed to keep any systematic records of the achievement 
test results of these bused students raises questions about their 
effectiveness as administrators, if not about their good faith as parties 
to this case. (Page 22.) 


4Four years after this court's first Hobson Opinion, defendants have 

by their own admission failed to equalize the access of all students 

to dollar resources for teachers' salaries and bendfits. Although 
defendants have argued strenuously that there is no proven connection 
between the showing that black students have unequal access to dollars 
and the crucial constitutional showing that black students are denied 
equal educational opportunity, the court has found otherwise. For 
reasons discussed more fully above, the court has concluded that both 
lower class size and greater teacher experience (at least in certain 
ranges present in this case) contribute to the quality of a child's 
education. The court holds that defendants have failed to rebut 
plaintiffs' strong prima facie case that, despite an injunction against 
further racial and economic discrimination in the Operation of the 
school system, defendants have continued to offer an education of higher 
quality to the white and wealthier students west of the Park as compared 
with the black and poder students elswhere in the city. 


The court finds further that defendants have failed to offer the 
legal justification or compelling state interest necessary to overcome 
the presumptive invalidity of awarding benefits which affect the funda 
mental interests of and results in discrimination against a racial 
minority. (Page 23-24.) 


® ...the law-is.clear beyond doubt that, where a racial-minotity is 
treated in a discriminatory~fashion,.ther€°is”a presumptive constitutional 
violation demanding exacting” scrutiny "bythe .court and imposing a heavy 
burden of justification on defendants. (Page 24, nee 
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Remedy Ordered by the Court 
has 
Judge Wright +s determined to—xecariuse a remedy 
pe which can ger be easily understood and effectuated by the school adminis- 


tration and which will once and for all relieve plaintiffs of the burden 
of coming forth to demonstrate that discrimination continues. (Page 26.) 
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The remedy proposed by the plaintiffs, equalization of school-by-wtlse- school per- <F 
Call regula budgeted funds ) C710 - ¥0% OF reguiad bulgeld 


pupil expend heures narrowed by the court to teacher expenditures per Be was funds 
vigorously @pposed by the defendants for three main reasons: 1) conflicts with the 
Academic Achievement Project (Clark Plan); 2) disruption due to mass teacher transfers; 


3) limited average expenditure gains which would have no real impact. The school 


system offered no alternative remedy of its own. 


; wre ei dinas Cp FoR Od to ba A, | 
On the first point, Judge Wright feumsdkno real conflict with the Clark Plan. | 


On the segond point, he says, 


Whether the school administration chooses to redefine the criterion 
Of teacher "quality" or to stick by its current system of rewarding more 
experienced teachers on the assumption that they are better, qualit 
| Nf, Eeachers--however identified--should be distributed lly across the 
(vv system. If, however, such distribution proves impractical, the proposed 

A\\ Order is sufficiently flexible to permit alternative approaches to 

‘the problem of providing equal Opportunity measured by objective ipputs. 
If spreading the most highly paid teachers equally around the school 
system were in fact to prove the "devastating requirement in tems of 
personnel transfers and assignments" that defendants now fear, then, 
r as has already been suggested in this court's show cause order of 

Wy’ September 1, 1970, the "schools which do not have their share of such 
im) gf teachers (could instead) be compensated with a corresponding benefit." 
Both lower class size and higher teacher experience (at least in certain 
ranges) have a positive effect upon educational productivéty. At the 
moment, the only way known to measure how much of one compensates for 
a loss in another is by their price. There is no doubt about the 
school department's right to assign a teacher to a school. However, 
if in practice teachers do not react well to this kind of policy, the 
compensatory policy is still wiable. Children in x schools can be 
compensated for not having equivalent quality teachers by havin more 
teachers and thus smaller classes. (Page 28; emphasis added.) 

what une feel a Yh. heart 4 

On the third point, the court states, the-hasis—foim the entire decision. 


# Once a finding of significant variations in expenditures is made, and 
once a finding is also made that these variations adversely effect the 
poor and black children in attaining their right to equal educational 
Opportunity, it is wrong to dwell on citywide gains and losses or upon 
correlations or averages. The existing discrepancies in teacher expenditures 
per pupil at particular schools have very severe consequences for the 
students attending these schools,.... All considered, the court cannot 
agree with defendants that plaintiffs are seeking an "artificial, meaning- 
less symmetry of expenditure figures." What plaintiffs have been denied 
and_are now seeking--equal access to objectively measurable educational | 


inouts-is simply the v minimun they are entitled to under the Constifz 
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After considering all these points, and without any alternative remedy 
which the school system ight have proposed, the court issued several orders. 
Order No. 1. 

On and after October 1, 1971, per pupil expenditures for all teachers' 
Salaries and benefits from the regular D. C. budget (excluding Federal grants 
and other special funds) at each D. C. elementary school shall not deviate by 
more than 5% fromt:the mean per pupil expenditure for all teachers' salaries 
and benefits at all elementary schools. (This means a total range between 
highest and lowest acceptable figures of 10% of the mean.) 5% over the mean 
may be granted by the court for schools which provide compensatory education for 
educationally deprived pupils, or special education services for the mentally 
retarded, physically handicapped, or other "exceptional" Peta or for 
schools in which that variance can be "accounted mae the basis of 
economies or disecomonies of sale." (Page 30, emphasis original.) 

The mean upil expenditure for all teachers' salaries and benefits, 
city-wide,*shall be figured after excluding the teacher costs and numbers of 
students at each school for which the court has granted an exception. 

Order No, 2. 

Annually, by October lst, the school administration shall provide to the 
plaintiffs and the court, information for every elementary school which will 
show that the school system is in compliance with Order No. 1. Nineteen kinds 


of information are 
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required about each elementary school, by name, resultin?in--. 
and including--the teacher expenditure per pupil for each school 


and the mean for the entire system. 


Order NO 


Any differences in methods of calculation from year to 
year must be identified and stated in the reports required under 


Oradears Novas 


Order No. 4. 
Repeat oe 
The court allows for Yor gipestwche\aey the school 


specihd, measurable and edu cat pncaly mshi hable plans 


System's development C8 eno eer % o meet the needs 
Boris | , ‘the above 
of the District's students which might not meet, trece=—stirisctt 
requirements. 
At such time, upon.a prima feces showing that the plans are 
reasonably designed in substantial part to overcome the 
effects of past discrimination on the basis of socio- 


economic and racial status, the court may modify its 
present order. (Page 14.) 


Compliance With the Court's Orders 


The school administration, in arguing against the equali- 

zation of teacher expenditures per pupil at all District elementary 
. speclo/ 
schools, raised the dismal of mass teacher transfers as 
the only practical way to comply with such an equalization order. 
Our analysis of the Wright decision clearly shows that teacher 
hes\~ 

transfers are not the only, or even the grmekeet, way to meet 
the court's requirements. 

Raising teacher expenditures! per pupil at any given school 


Gan be most easily accomplished by adding more teachers to the 


teaching staff at that school. This does not mecessarily mean 
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catving out more classrocis at schools already filled close to capaci y. The 
most beneficial way to add to a school's teaching staff would be to provide 
those special teachers--in language, math, drama, crisis resource, etc.--who 
can best meet me Students' instructional needs. 

These special teachers could operate in several ways in different schools. 
They could work individually with needy students in same secluded corner. They 
could spend an hour at a time with several entire classes. Demountables tie 
be used. Or they could SotPirerohariystsrae peau Space--the end of a hallway, a 
stairwell or landing, one wall of a wide corridor, or part of an entrance hall-- 
into a language or math or science center. 


dou would hore On 0 pporTiambY tO 


pend time outside his regular classroom on projects 
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remecsrer| studen 


wr, which meet his individual needs. 

Other means of increasing teaching expenditures, such as providing teacher 
aides or teaching machines, might be explored with the court; the school system 
would have to show that these expenditures raise the quality of education at a 
particular school to meet the court's requirements. 

Given a fixed and limited school budget, where can the money be found for 
increased teaching expenditures? Faced with a prospective cut in the fiscal 


fo comply with Ue. Hobson T. decison, 
1972 budget, the school system has offered no more. imaginative solutions than { 


ate ot 


a cut in the number of teachers, an increase in the pupil-teacher ratio, 
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| > The fact that the school system has a comparatively well-populated adminis-“¢, +. te 
: ative wing is constantly overlooked. When cuts must be made, they should not +p, 
\ x e first or only out of instructional staff and profgams which directly serve “am 
N i Students. Any cuts should be made om administrative staff and low-priority in- 
structional programs. An across~the-board cut in all administrative divisions, 
oS of a magnitude, is necessary to provide for an increase in teacher expendit- 
= ures, " would be less hammful--and probably beneficial--to the instructional goals 
ry = = be the system. ; 
3 Ey = If the school administration were truly sensitive to the instructional needs 
= XS (of all the District's students, they would not have found themselves Gefendants | | 
ss 29 | i A Secon a suit, Ail hous ly most a Ihe origiig | 
? — »|* o a irst place. ieee 10. ME ale original defendants A Sten 
= Q are no longer in charge of this school system. 4h the lower echelon administrators 


|who decide how to implement policy decisions--constructively or destructively, 
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Rather than the mass teacher transfers which are the only means of compliance y, b y 


fed 


responsibility to com 


a In 


Mr. Bo 


the school administration has-eféered 5 far, a policy of meeting the individual 


Shou 


instructional needs at each school aleh os followed, For each school below the 


Wee 


allowable range in teacher expenditures per pupil, this implies consultations with 
parents, staff, and students to define those needs; an imaginative survey Of each 
school to identify physical and personnel resources, and creative ways to add 
needed teaching staff. The same kind of exploration must be made at each school 
above the allowable range, to find instructive ways to comply with the orders: 
combining small classes into ingraded units, examining the assignment of special 
teachers, and offering a few teachers new and exciting responsibilities @ at schools 
SEV IOUS!V 
needing sear services. We hope that the school system TPA this these 
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not relying simply on analyses of teacher statitics by a management 
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Education ¥| would pay teachers according to their effectiveness rather than 
their tenure and education; this approach is vecammended in the Clark Plan. 
There are several fone of differentiated staffing, as described in D. Cc. 
Citizens Bulletin Board for December, 1970. None of them will automatically 
bring the school system into compliance with the Wright decision? the staffing needs 


at each school must be the primary consideration. 
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This school-by~-school approach to compliance with the 


court's orders will be neither quick nor easy. Nevertheless, 


Pils to the 
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Weraresconvincedminatud tawi lL produce the ah 
sYudenls &S Well OS compliande rhe the Hobso« T decision. 


such a plan is energetically designed and pursued, it is 

quite possible that Judge Wright might grant an extention of 
date set 

the KXMEXYXNEH for initial compliance. The tone and language 

of his opinion makes it clear that sensitivity and commitment 

to the goalg of equal educational Opportuniroy toreal. tne 

District's students, plus firm and uncompromising leadership 


in moving toward that goal, are the most important attributes/ 


by which compliance with the court's orders must be measured. 
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“The washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority is an inter- 
state compact (a publie pedy) autkerized to plam, build and eause to 
be operated the regional rail system." The board of directors is 
gomposed of two direetors and their alternates from each jurisdiction. 
_ They represent Maryland, Virginia, and the District of Columbia. The 
Washington Suburban Transit Commission (WSTC) represents the citizens 
of Maryland (Mentgomery and Prinee Georges Counties). The Northern 
Virginia Transportation Commission (NVIC) dirteetly represents the 

| citizens of Arlington and #airfax Counties and eities of Fairfax, 
Falls Chureh, and alexandria. UVistrict of Columbia citizens are 

| represented through the Distriet government; ie, the transit committee 
| of the city council. 

The adopted regional rapid transit system route consists of 97.‘ 
miles. Thirty-seven point seven miles are in the District of Columbia; 
30.1 miles in Virginia and 29.9 in Marylana. ‘The system operates 4/2 

miles in ee and 50.5 miles on the surface. The tetal number of 
tations is 86 with 53 waderground. Forty-four stations are in the 
vistriet of Columbia; 20 in Virginia ana 22 in Maryland. WHAT s 
estimates that by 1990 the annual mass transit patronage will be 
350 millien passengers. 

There will be 556 air-conditioned cars. Lach ear will be 75 feet 
long, 10 feet wide; and seating 61 passengers with 94 standers. The 
maximum speed will be {5 mph and the RULES systema speed, ineluding 
| stops, will be about 35 mph. 

The train system will be controliea automatically ama it will 
regulate train speed ana spacing, start ana stop trains, operate deors, 
and moniter train performance. an attenuant will have the ability to 
everride the cleetronies. The system will operate daily from 5uaem. to 
i pem. During peak hours there will be 2-minute intervals between | 
trains on main routes and 4 te 8 minutes on branch lines. To coordinate 


with the system there will be a feeder bus network, aute and taxi drop- 
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off lanes at stations and 30,100 parking spaces. 

WMATA estimates initial operation by 1973 and completion by 1979, 
The estimated eapital eost is $2.98 billion. 

The concept of a rapid rail transit system for the Distriet of 
Columbia began in 1960, with the creation by Congress, of the National 
Capital Transportation Ageney. It has simee been endorsed by four 
Presidents. Congress believes that am improved transportation system 
fer the Distriet of Columbia as necessary for the continued and 
_effeetive performance of the functions of the United States govern- 
ment, and tor the welfare of the Distriet of Columbia. Further, 
Congress felt that planning om a regional basis is an essential element 


in the building of a mass transit system. 


Deseription. ef Routes 
Roekville Route 
This route begins at the Metro Center Station at 12th and G 


| Streets, N.W. Th etanae westward in subway under G Street, thence 
northwestward under Lafayette Park and Farragut Square, continuing 
under Conneeticut Avenue to Yuma Street. From this point the route 
preeeeds westward in subway under Yuma Street.tolTenley.Circle, 
thesee northward wader Wiseonsin Avenue to the District of Columbia- 
Maryland boundary. The route continues northward under Wisconsin 
Avenue, through Bethesda, to a point south of the Capital Beltway. 
| The route erosses over the Capital Beltway alomg the east side of 
| Roekville Pike, thenee aorthward in subway along Roekville Pike to a 
| point south of Randolph Read, thenee proceeds under private property 
im subway te the Baltimore and Ohie Hailread. The reute continues 
northwestward on the surface along the B&O Railread to a terminal at 
Rockville. The following stations are provided: Metro Ceater, 
Farragut Nerth, Dupont Cirele, Zeelogieal Park, Cleveland Park, Van 
Ness, Tenley Cirele, Friendship Heights, Bethesda, Medical Center, 
Parkside, Nieholson Lane, Halpine Read, and Roekville. Storage 


traeks aud inspection facilities are provided north of the Rockville 
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terminal. A future extension is plamned extending northward to 
Germantown, alignment to be determined. Revisions to the General Plans 
ineorporating the Authority's comments and the aaeann architectural 
layout were completed, amd transmitted to the Authority on ae 235 

| L971. 

| Huntington Route 

This rowte begins at the Metre Center Station and proceeds northward. 
in subway wader 12th Street, thenee westward under Eye street. The 
route continues westward in subway under the Potomae River, erossing 
the Distriet of Colwnabia-Virginia boundary into Rosslyn, thence south— 
ward wader Lynn Street in subway to a point south ef Arlington 
Boulevard. Prom this point the route continucs southward on the 
surface along the east side of the Jeffersen Davis Highway, then eurves 
seuthwestward, in subway, south of the Pentagen and continues in sub- 
way naen Hayes street, thence eastward under 18th Street to the 
National airpert. The cette then turns southward and preceeds through 
National Airport on an aerial strueture, crosses over the George Wash- 
ington Memorial Paskeay and preeceeds southward on the surface along 

the east side of the Richaond, Fredericksburg and Potomac Railroad. 

The reute continues along the east siace of the Kl&«P Railroad through 
Alexandria to a point south of Duke Street. The route then proceeds 
southward over private property, eressing over the Capital Beltway 

and Huntington avenue to a terminal at the Huntington station. The 
follewing stations are provided Metro Center, McPherson square, 
Farragut west, Foggy Bettom, Resslyn, Pentagon, Pentagon City, Crystal 
City, National airport, Menmroe avenue, King street, and Huntington. A 
tature extension is plamnea southward to Vairriela, alignment to be 
determined. 

This route begins at the Metro Center Station and extends eastward in 
subway under G Street to 6th Street, thence southeastward under 


Judiciary Square, east ward under D Street, aud northward under Union 
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Station. The route then proceeds northward on the surface iene the 
| B&O Railread to the Distrixt of Columbia-Maryland boundary. The route 
continues northward through Silver Spring aloag the B&O Railroad, 
thence in subway under 16th Street and cavabids\cante to a terminal 
_at Glenmmont. The followiag stations are provided: Gallery Place, 
Judiciary Square, Union Station, Rhede Island, Miehigan Avenue, Fort 
Totten, Takoma Park, Silver Spring, Ferest Glen, Wheaton, and Glen- 
mont. The main Maintenanee yard is provided south of the Rhode Island 
Station. Sterage and inspection faeilities are provided north of the 
Glenmont Station. 
Ardmore Route 

This route begins at the lietro Center Station and preeeeds south- 
| ward in subway under 12th Street to the Southwest Mall area, turning 
| eastward under D Street, S.W,, thence to Pennsylvania Avenue. The 
route sontinues in subway southeastward under Pennsylvania Avenue, 
eastward under G Street, S.E., northeastward under Potomae Avenue, 
Nerthward unter 19th Street, and Bras on the surface across the 
D.C. Stadium parking let east of Oklahoma Avenue. The route then 
turns eastward, erossing over Benning Road, the Anacostia River and 
| Kontlweath Avenue north of Benning Read, thenee northeastward on sur- 
at along the Penn Central Railroad to the District of Columbia- 
Maryland boundary and continues to a terminal at Ardmore. The follow- 
ing stations are provided: Federal Triangle, Independenee Avenue, 
L'Emfant Plaza, Voice of America, Capitol South, Marine Barraeks, 
| Potomac Avenue, Stadium-Armory Oklahoma Avenue, Kenilworth Avenue, 
Deame Avenue, Chaxwniy, Landover, and Ardmore. Sterage and inspection 
facilities are provided immediately east of the Kenilworth Avenue 
Station. A future extension is planned to Bowie, alignment to be 
determined. Under consideration is a realignment of the Kenilworth 


and Deane Avenue Stations. 
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Greenbelt Route 
This route begins at the Gallery Place Station (7th and G Streets, 

Northwest) and proeeeds northward o subway under {th street, thence 
northwestward under Massachusetts Avenue to 13th Street. The route 
continues northward in subway under 13th Street to Kamsas Avenue, 
thenee northeastward under Kansas Avenue, thenee eastward under Farragut 
) Street and tort Totten, passing under the Glenmont Route in subway at 
the Fert Totten Station. The route then continues Hap hop on the 
surface in the median of the mew Interstate Route 95 to the District 
of Célanbin—Mapyland boundary. In Maryland the route continues north— 
adbiguck atexe the median of Interstate 95, thenee on the surface, 
eastward generally parallel te and south of East-West Highway. After 
erossing under Belerest Road, the route proceeds eastward in subway 
passing under East-West Highway. The route continues in subway 
northeastward umder Gueens Chapel Read, thence eastward erossing 
under U.S. Route 1 south of Albion Read. trom this point the route 
continucs eastward south of Albion Road, amd eresses over the Baltimore 
and Ohio Kailroad and preceeds northwara on the surface along the east 
side of the railroad. The route continues northward along tke east 
side of the B&O Railread to the terminal at Greenbelt Read. The 
tollowing stations are providéd: Gallery Plaee, Legan Cirele, U 
Stwent; Celeabla aaeaee, Georgia avenue, Petworth, fort Totten, 
Chillum, Prinee Georges Plaza, College Park, and Greenbelt Head. 
storage and inspection facilities are provided north of the Greenbelt 
terminal. a future extension is planned to Laurel, alignment to be 
determined. Under study is an alternate routing for the mid—-city 
portion of the Greenbelt Route. ‘his altermate route woula proceed 
jouer ie subway under 7th Street, thenee westward under U street, 
thence Weingast <adec 413k Street to the vieinity of Park Road, 
thence northeastward in subway and under Kansas Avenue as with the 
- adopted route. Stations would be provided in tke vicinity of 7th and 


M Streets, 7th and Rhode Island, 12th and U, and 14th and Park Road. 


{ _ = 
' s 
‘ : . “4 y ‘ - 
: cf sce le ve 
eS a o © 
‘ ; ; Nae a 
7 . ‘ 
- , 7 ‘ 
. ‘ s 
ene an - 
| ; i ‘ A 
; ¢ a ots 
" - 4 poet Rohe BS) det a r * Ct Eat 
i aE tc: Be RES a8 SY cee ohh eo a ee oe Pe Jie 
’ 5 rn 
. 7 . 
y 
s / gt 
- a. As dp € 4 = * * 7 4 
. gags { Peat + bs Ar ay ‘ iF 
Mik stil ty Hiieb Sek e p,  DM ae f 4 
2 j 7 
I Ph 
Sa 4 ru? t ; at rad a Lae § | i ; 
> , al ' ie - -£ : yl se t - 
928 Le PLS 4 Ut are He 07 de 
Se - 
a 4 - , 
Pe at ; i i . ’ 
wae yep " = As 
‘ a“ % . ae ¢ , 
+ » pw . ~ 
‘ F ' ; A 
wy} » 
mie 3 a '. s vs 
’ » - Ss A . re 
PY ay wi i ‘ % , b / 
’ 
i % 4 N 
pe REE Ta, ab te be. ee oN 4 Ths . 
f »* ° ] . mp : » J 
@s«' ya - 2 . { J 
: 
ge See en? 7 : 3 
‘ i oe ei * é f 
Ag { ‘ 
\ : | 
<4 a / al + “ 
J 1 
ee ee ESE ee EE Se a or 
. i a 7 abe j = 
—? “i t > . 5 
“ ¥ ‘ , . ‘ fo 
% i 
- ‘ * Zi 
bys ta AF { r ; ‘ 
? z s ~~ 
: 
Aaa zs 9 
ey a ; 2 u “ 
' 
‘ : a4 
' i 
\ 
om ols oe F. 
as he 6 ‘ ‘ 
' c \ 
+ os f " 1 
¥ h t =» £5 
: bia tr a. th ty 
t ‘ J i ay Ozu 2 J 7 i 
but ENT A Saree st : es : 
ee tek 4 J . ‘ ‘ 
+ ik Fila? ; - % 
os i ¥ a“) a : : a 
7 a wane - r¢ a: ae be 
7 Se ‘ ] 
lak” BAS ten) Genel ib, ERED ; aod J 
{ ‘ 
. he 3 § \ 
: us , 
fs vary, | . ft) 
| ’ 
aU es yt Daal ; ¥ : rn 
a ae 1a as 4 a ] a 
’ 1 
Bs Ss - 
os ©) i+ « “Pe + a Ps 
4 i, V bedele sy _ 4 @ uy v 
‘ 
¢ ’ 
4 Bu ot le ot ‘ 5 a 4 : c7y 
: . putt he Se -S pet! G PRY, AG Se 
4 " ‘ 
' j hh ae 
7 ¢ U \ ) 
nw ae os" . ¥ “ie ’ 
2 ‘7 era . " ical Ds 
LOPE A AME OR: Tako ck aes oe Ye PL r 
aD Past \ 
se 
Va ott oly A Lal , Fe aes EF in Oe i 
+ Peet ea. > Ree GMD dade Sites ERD ae 
de oon 7 ‘ ya! 
. jee F 4 . 
4 *, « ~ 
<4 , " 
iA 2 50 . 
u Fein, 


3 


“ 
/ 
‘ 
‘ 
“ 
‘ 


| 


eae, 
« 3 
2 i 
Oe 
' ~ 
- \ 
, < oe 
er 
‘ = 
r 
oy 
1 
» oF 
eet oa 
eS: 
: 


Lj * 
Ma | 
+ ct 
YP age 
: 
* 
J * 
eRe a 
° — 
~« f 
ny 
A + 4 
: 
te Ci t 
; i 
P 
‘ 
Y 
1 
ey 
t 
® 3 
Py 


ao ST eae Barwneten |S 


art ae new 


‘ 
~ 


Branch Route _ 
This route begins at the Gallery Place Station and preeeeds south— 
ward in subway under lem Street to Maine Avenue, S.W. From Main 
Avenue the route Peeiacee eastward in subway under KM Steet to the 

vieinity of 6th Street, S.B., thence southeastward te pass under the 
| Washington Navy Yard and the Anacostia River in subway to Nichols 

| Aveaue, thence eastward under Geed Hepe Read to Fort Stanton Park. 

| The route then preesens in dvhiotd first under a pertion of Fort Stanton 
. Park, then under private ene pets, to Naylor Read. Continuing south- 
| east ward the route proceeds ia eas under Naylor Read to a pertal 
gouth of 30th Street, 5.5. The route then continues on the surface 
along the east side of Naylor Road, then crosses over Naylor Read to 
the Distriet of Columbia-Naryland boundary. In Maryland the route 
continues, eressing over Suitland Parkway eressiug over Braneh Avenue. 
From this point the route continues eastward on the surface and 
passes under Suitland Parkway, biedae eastward on the surface 
generally parallel to Suitland Parkway. The route pice south— 
eastward on the surfaee passing under Silver Hill Read, and then under 
Suitland Parkway, and preceeds on the surface across private property 
| southward to a termimal at Braneh Avenue. The following stations are 
| provided: Pennsylvania Avenue, Li Enfant Plaza, Waterfront, Navy Yard, 
bexaunteat Alabama Avenue, Suitland Parkway, Federal Center, and 
Branch Avenue. A. future extension is iene te Brandywine, align— 
| ment to be determined. Final submittal of general plans fer this 
- seetion was made em June 30. 
Addison Route 

This route begins at a junetion with the Ardmore Route immediately 

east of the Kenilworth Avenue Station. From the junetion the route 
| proceeds eastward parallel to and north of Benning Read, over the 
| Penn Central Railroad, the B&O Railroad and Minnesota Avenue to Fort 


Mahon Park. The route eontinues in subway under Fort Mahen Park te 
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42nd Street, N.E., then proeeeds in subway generally under Benning 
_ Read and East Capitol Street te Central Avenue, thence southeast 
| ward in subway uncer Central Avenue to the Distriet of Columbia— 
| Maryland boundary. In Naryland the reute continues eastward in sub- 
_way under Central Avenue to a terminal at Addison Read. ‘The ‘ives 
_gtations are provided: Bauntig Read, Capitol Heights, and Addison 
Road. A future extension is planned eastward to Large, aii badent to 
be determined. | 
_ Franconia Route 
This route begins at a junction with the Baeklieck Route, west of the 
| Van Dorn station and proceeds southward along the west side of the 
| RE&P Railread on the surface, passing under the Capital Beltway and 
| continuing te a terminal at Franconia. The following station is 
| Seevabsa: Hranconia. 
Backliek Route 

This route begins at a junction with the Huntington Route south of 
Duke Street and proeeeds westward erossing under the Southern Railway 
and continues on the surtace along the south side ef the Southern Rail- 
waye The route then erosses over Cameron Hun and continues westward 
| on the surface parallel te and north of the Capital Beltway. The route 
then erosses over the R&P Railread and continues westward on the 
surface, first along the north side ot the RF&P Railroad, and then 
M axeia the nerth side of the Capital Beltway, thence under the shirley 
Highway to a terminal at ang Baekliek station located along the south 
eae of the pbouthern Railway. The tellowing stations are uwetean’ 
| telegraph Road, Van Vorn, ana Backliek Road. Storage and inspection 
| facilities are provided west of Telegrapk Koad serving the Huntington 
| and Kraneonia Koutes in addition to this route. a future extension 
Se plannea to Burke, alignment to be Setommined: 


This route begins at a junction with the Huntington Route south of 
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the Rdaplye cud iee cae caaebans westward in subway under 16th Street 
and Wilson Beulevard te Fairfax Drive. The route continues in subway 
_under Fairfax Drive to a point west of Glebe Road where it enters the 
_ median ef the proposed Interstate Route 66. The route continues west- 
ward on the cers on the median of Interstate Route 66 to a terminal 
at Nutley Road. The following ecensoae are provided: Court House, 
Clarendon, Nelson Street, Glebe Road, Hast Falls Church, Route 7, 
| Gallows Read, amd Nutley Read. Storage and inspeetion facilities are 
) previded in the median of I-66 east of Route 7. A future extension 
| is planned to Gentneyetis : alignment to baldatewetadee 
*‘LiEfant—Pentagon River Cressing 

This reute begins at a junetion with the Branch Route, south of 
the L'Eufant Plaza Station and preceeds in subway under the Washington 
Channel to East Petomae Park. ‘The route portals along the south side 
of the Penn Central Railread and erosses over the Potomae River, on a 
bridge southeast of and adjacent to the Leng Bridge, te the District 
of Columbia-Virginia boundary. The route then passes under the RF&P 
Railread and proceeds in subway to a jumetion with the Huntington 
Reute northeast of the Pentagon Station. No stations are provided 
on this route. A future extension is planned southwestward Ge | 


Lineolnia with the aligament to be determined. 


. Timetable for Completion 

cQMATA antieipates that the eempletion of the 9/.(-mile system is 
slated for 1980. There are six phases for completion of the system. 

) Phase i, December 1972. 

The completion of this section is from north ef the Dupont Circle Station 
on the Reckville Route to north of Rhode Island Avenue Station on the 
Glenmont Route. 

| Phase 2, December 1973. 

The sehedule for this phase is from north of Rhode Island Avenue 


the ' 
|. Station to north a ea Spring Station on the Glenmont Route and 
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from south of the 12th and Independence Station to the Pentagon City 
| Staten on the Huntington Route. 
_Pkase 3, December 1974. 
The Huntington Route south of Pentagon City ineluding Fes Telegraph 
| Rd. Yard, and. the/I-G6:Reute from Rosslyn to the Court House Station. 
| The Reekville Route will be in serviee between Dupont Cirele and 
Parkside and the entire Ardmore Route. 
Phase 4, Veeember 1976. 
Completion of this phase is from the Court House Station to the Route 
| ( Station on the 1-66 Rete. cue from Chillum Station on the Greenbelt 
Route to the Pentagon Station (znd river erossing ineluded) and from 
_L'Enfant Plaza te Waterfront station. 
Phase 5, December 1978. 
| Frem the Watertront Station to Braneh Avenue on the Braneh Route, 
| from Parkside Station te Roekville on the Roekville Route and from 
Route 7 Station to Nutley Station en the I-66 Route. 
Phase 6, Deeember 1979. 
This seetion will be completed from Chillum to the Greenbelt Station 


on the Greenbelt Reute, and from north of Silver Spring to Glenmont 


2 ke 
Station on the Glenmont Route, and from Kenilworth $0 Addison Road. 
Station on the Addison Route, and finally from the Telegraph Road 
Yard to the Baekliek Read Station on the Baeklieck Route ana the 


Franconia Route. 


_ Aequisition of Properties 
As to the aequisition of property, the washington Metropolitan area 
Transit Authority has made some progress. "To the maximum extent 


_ possible, public rights-of-way are utilized. When private property 


a t 


_is meeded, it is acquired by negotiated purchase or lease, as appro- 
priate, er by condemnation, if necessary." A great deal of property 
_has been purchased by WMATA. WMATA has reached agreements with other 


. government agencies which grant interest in real property. Individuals, 
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families, and businesses have been reloeated from properties aequired 
_by WMATA for construetion of Metro. The Authority provides a reloea- 
_ tion manuel for families and businesses. These manuels provide a 


_deseription of the serviees and payments that are available te families 


and busimesses. Eaeh family and business are previded with a counselor 


_Who will aid in explaining the precedures te be followed before 


relocation. Beth manuels explain the proeedures for appeal. 


The WMATA Board of Direetors has not made a final decision on a 
. Metro fare system. However, before a final decision is made there will 
be a series of public hearings. Presently, the Board of Directors 
has authorized the staff to analize and test a 20—cent base fare. 
_Haeh additional mile would cost five cents. The Board has not eomnitted 
itself to this particular system. The system will be tested by a com— 
- puter-simulated Metro system, and it is felt that the results of 
this analysis will aid the board and the publie te reach a final 
decision in the years to come. 

the base 20 cents would eover the first three eompesite miles of 
vail travel, and additional miles would eest five eents each. The 
purpose ef this system is to enable patrens to pay in preportion te 


what they use. The shorter the trip the lewer the cost, and vice 


\ Wersa.e 


| Feeder Bus Serviee 

The feeder bus serviee will be closely coordinated with the rapid 
rail system; thus previding wide coverage of the entire metropolitan 
| areae The bus heatee will “radiate to Metro stations from all seetors 
of the transit zone imeluding remote areas not presently served i..- 
in buses." WMATA estimates that (0% of its patrons will ride buses 
to the ueie stations, and most patrons will be withaa 3 10-minute 


bus ride of a Metro station. 
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_Beeause of the predicted impaet of rapid rail on the area's bus 
_eperations, and beeause coordination between the two modes is 
_mecessary to efficient transportation, massive redesign of the 
if e bus system was contracted by WMATA. The objective was to 
| alter the present all—bus system to one in which the buses will ran 
locally, and greater attention was given to cress-town and eress— 
_country routes. The altered bus system was develeped with the 
cooperation and aid eof the four local bus companies and the Washing- 
ten Metropelitam Area Tramsit Commission. The costs of the new bus 
system were analyzed on the basis of vehicle miles, vehicle hours, 
| vehicle requirements, and revenue passengers, utilizing the latest 
available data on wages and ether faetors. The bus revenue estimates 
were developed on the basis of a zone fare strueture involving a 
50/50 split of base fares. The analysis projected operating 
revenues fer the bus companies at a level of about 6 per cent above 


operating expemses. Current levels are about 4 per eent. 
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Number of Stations, xoute Miles and Parking spaces by Route and 
Jurisaiction 


Route & Jurisdiction—-No. of Stations—-—Miles Route--Parking spaces 


_ Roekville 
Distriet of Columbia Ts 6.0 350 
Montgomery County _& 9-5 3,500 
Total 14 15-5 31850 
~ Glenmont 
District of Columbia 7 fee 2,450 
Montgomery County 4 645 29550 
Total a4 13-7 5,000 
- Greenbelt 
District of Columbia 7 59 oe 
 Prinee George's County 4 Sel "2,000 
Total il 11.0 2,000 
Ardmore 
.iDistrietof Celumbia 22 ‘Lat 1,500. 
Prinee George's County es} 4.5 3,000 
Total 15 dene 43 500 


Addison 


Distriet of Columbia 1S 1.8 25 
Prinee George's County ta 1.2 625 
Total 3 320 {50 
_ Branch 
District of Columbia 6 54 500 
_Prinee George's County ve Sel 29900 
Tetal 9 25) 3 y 000 
L'Enfant 
Distriet of Columbia — 1.4 eo 
Arlington —_ 0.8 —_ 
Total — 202 cone 
Huntington 
Distriet of Columbia 3 ees sae 
Arlington County 5: 505 ome 
Alexandria 2 3.6 —_ 
| Fairfax County i oat 2,000 
_ Total Li li. 2,000 
Franconia 
Fairfax County —_t hee 1,000 
Tetal i 1.2 1,000 
| Baekliek 
Alexandria 1s 45 1,500 
Fairfax County ae ak 2,500 
Tetal 3 6.6 4,000 
I-66 
Arlington County 5 59 500 
Fairfax County 6.1 3,500 
_ Tetal 8 12.0 000 
Total by Jurisdiction 
Distriet of Columbia 44 3767 4,925 
Montgomery County 10% 16.0 6,050 
Prince George's County 11s 13.9 8,125 
Arlington County 10 12.2 500 
Fairfax County 6s 12.6 9,000 
Alexandria 35 ~ 5k slate 


Grand Totals 86 
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ANALYSIS 


_In_ the beginning of this paper there are numerous statements which 


applaud the feasibility ef a rapid rail system in the Distriet of 


| Columbia and the surrounding suburbs. The praise for such a system 


has been made by four Presidents, numerous Congressmen, and WMATA 


officials. However, after some study of the proposed Metro system, 


several conelusions were made and they do mot fall in the same line 


with the above individuals. 


There were five jurisdictions which were allowed to vote on a 


referendum eoncerning the proposed Metro system. These jurisdictions 


were: Prinee George!'s County, Ma., Fairfax and Arlington Counties, 
Falis Chureh and Fairfax City in Virginia. The voters appreved the 
system by an overwhelming Tl 4% Hewever, one other jurisdiction did 
net allow its voters the opportunity of a referendum. That jurisdiction 
is the District of Columbia. The voters of this eity had absolutely 


no veice in the initiation of the rapid rail system. The Distriet .or: 


of Columbialwill ¢ontributecdd4 stations, 4,925 parking spaees, and 


37-7 miles of rail (largest of all parties concerned). Probably more 


D.C. residents will be fereed to move than any others simply because 


they do have home rule. Self—determination would allow the eitizens 


am equal voice in the building of a rapid rail system. In ease you 


may have missed the point, Congress deeided for the District that it 


would have a Metro system. 


Another point is that the Branch Route gives no service to far 


southeast residents of the Distriet of Columbia. More people would 


be foreed to ride a longer distance (on feeder bus) to the Metro 


stations than would should be necessary. However, Metro officials 
are studying the pessiblity ef rerouting the Braneh line and sending 


through St. Elizabeth's and dewn Wheeler Road. This would be in sub-— 


) Way e 


Looking at the timetable for completion of Metro faeilities, it 


is obvious that not only do Distriet residents give up more but one- 
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third of its citizens are the last to reeeive Metro service. What. 
I am saying is that many of the suburbs will reeeive service before 


the residents of Anacostia. Yet the system is suppesedly for the 


_@itizens of the District of Columbia. This is not only diserimination 


_against one-third ef the residents of the District but also against. 


_ black people. 


WMATA effiecials elaim that there will be 292,610,000 patrons 


riding the rapid rail system. However, no one has considered the 


erime situation in the Distriet of Columbia. Fewer people ride buses 


than Geferze and fewer people shep in the dewntown area. This is 
attributed to the rising erine rate in the Distriet. It is reasonable 
to assume that if there is erime on the surtaee there will be crime 
below the surface. For example in New York City,:there are poliee- 
men on every train, and they are designated as transit police. That 
is to say that they have authority only on the subways in New York. 
What I question is will the residents of the District of Colwabia be 
fereed to pay higher taxes in order to assure a save ride tor suburban 
patrons? we already support the reads use@ by commuters and now we 


will probably have te suppert a transit poliee force. Again the 


burden will be on the tax payers of the Distriet of Columbia. 


Next we eome to the area of parking spaces in the District. 
First the Roekville Route only requires the Distriet to provide 350 
parking spaees. The Reekville Route runs through the far northwest 
seetion of the city (east of Rock Creek Park). However, on the Glen- 
mont and Ardmore Routes the Distriet would have to previde 2,450 and 
1,500 parking spaces. Oue of the purpeses of the rapid rail system 
is to reduce the number of automobiles on the streets iat the District. 
I feel that the system will not reduce the number of automobiles and 
it may inerease them. For example, many Maryland residents make 


extensive use of fringe parking lots within the eity. Three of these 
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- parking lets are: Catholie University, D.C. Stadiua, and the Carter 
| Baron. These residents drive this distance intoothe city in order to 
avoid the Maryland bus fares. If Maryland residents will avoid these 
pus fares, then would they not do the same tor the proposed zone fare 
system for Metre? District residents would be foreed to provide more 
land for suburban commuters than would be necessary. A great deal 

of these parking lots could be eotstrueted just within the Maryland 
boundary. Seeond it is obvious bce black residents of the city 
are foreed to give up their homes for “upban renewal" in favor of 
suburban dewellers. 

At the present rate of inflation in this country, it is doubtful 
that a 20-eent or even a 30-eent Metro fare will be feasible. The 
bus ayatee in the District now charges 40¢ to ride and a transfer | 
that is good twiee. Patrons of the bus system are always faeed with 
eries from 0. Roy Chalk about how U.C. Transit is having difficulties. 
Yet his system has just recieved eight million dellars from Congress 
as subsidy for bussing Distriet school children. A realistie fare. 
should be proposed and ner ene whieh will raise the hopes of lower 
and middle peaches patrons. | 

Lastly, eost overruns will put the WMATA budget in the red. This” 
| would force the perspective patrons te pay higher taxes to bail the 
system out. Amn example is the subway network's initial train 
| contrel system. Estimates for this system have run $12 millien over 
the orginal estimates. The Authority is now negoiating with the 
lewest bidder for the contract. 

In conelusion I ean only say that the Metro system will benefit 
“only the suburban committers. The Distriet will give up more land 
and yet one-third of its residents will be last im line for service. 
This is obvious diserimination against District residents and bilask 

people as well. The rapid rail system will be built but it will be 


serving only one gsegment—the commutters. 
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Ideas For A Proposed Preface 


It is interesting that the present Administration makes a 
distinction between de facto and de jure segregation. 


The Admini- 
stration's position was recently spelled out in a statement by the 


Si at of the United States to the effect that wherever segre- 
Mv st” 
gation comic considered de jure, it skew be dealt with, but 


wherever it ities considered de facto, it ohieae be overlooked 
This is a fine distinction which is not appaxenéiy 
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~ef—ws. who are interested in public education. 
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The President's stateme 


New) segregation maintained by law 
(de jure) and acceptable segregation resulting from housing patterns 


(de facto), run’ counter to Judge J. Skelly Wright's 1967 opinion in 


the Hobson v. Hansen case, upheld iwiee@66 by the United States Court 
of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 


In his discussion of de facto segregation, Judge Wright wrote; 
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This reasoning, as applied to de facto segregation, 
leads the court to conclude that it must hazard a diligent 
judicial search for justification. If the situation were 
one involving racial imbalance but in some facility other 
than the public schools, or unequal educational opportunity 
but without any Negro or poverty aspects (e.g., unequal 
schools all within an economically homogeneous White suburb), 
it might be pardonable to uphold the practice on a minimal 
showing of rational basis. But the fusion of these two ele- 
ments in de facto segregation in public schools irresistibly 
calls for additional justification. What supports this call 
is our horror at inflicting any further injury on the Negro, 
the degree to which the poor and the Negro must rely on the 
public schools in rescuing themselves from their depressed 
cultural and economic condition, and also our common need 
for the schools to serve as the public agency for neutraliz- 
ing and normalizing race relations in this country. With 
these interests at stake, the court must ask whether the 
virtues stemming from the Board of Education's pupil assign- 
ment policy (here the neighborhood policy) are compelling 
or adequate justification for the considerable evils of de 
facto segregation which adherence to this policy breeds. 


This publication written by Julius W. Hobson presents concrete 
06 
examples showing ##® inequity in educational opportunities for «mer 


poor and Black children in the District of Columbia. We believe 4v¢4 


“ahh Mags had bee tenltog. Seni 
LE a inequities in urban school systems across the nation 


@rtineng - 
will produce generations of ehtidwen increasingly filled with bitter- 
| ; Nae ee , 
ness and MWe ee 


Therefore, the Gentex for Law and Education which has recently 
entered. —_______._. case with Mr. Hobson can only urge lay 
groups to begin the factual and legal effort to assure equality of 
opportunity for every child attending public schools to avoid the 


use of "de facto" as a disguise for "de jure". 


Tunited States District Court for the District of Columbia, June 19, 
1967, Hobson v. Hansen, Opinion by Honorable J. Skelly Wright, Judge, 
United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia, 269 F. 


Supp. 401. 
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THE MYTH OF FREE ENTERPRISE 


AND THE ELECTRIC POWER INDUSTRY 


by 


Julius W. Hobson 


Director, 
The Washington Institute 
for Quality Education, 
Washitnoton DC. 


Notes for discussion at the Sierra Club Conference 
on the Electric Power Industry, Johnson, Vermont, 
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THE MYTH OF FREE ENTERPRISE AND THE ELECTRIC POWER INDUSTRY 


In spite of the pronouncements of the fathers of laissez-faire 
Capitalism (Thomas Aquinas, Adam Smith, David Ricardo, et .al.), it 
has become increasingly apparent that the abusive practices of the 
free enterprise system clearly herald the need for regulation, cen- 
tralized control, and, indeed, socialization. 


If the invisible hand and Jesus Christ (natural rAgnitcs, snacuraL 
order, the play of the market place, supply and demand) have ever 
been the prevailing and guiding forces in secular enterprise, they 
are not now so in the United States. There is not a single fifty 
million dollar corporation in this country selling even chewing gum 
that does not eat at the public trough and enjoy subsidization in the 
forms of depreciation allowances, tax amortization, and other federal, 
state, and local government subsidies which come directly from the 
pockets of the consumers. 


Typical of these so-called free enterprise industries that enjoy 
a form of private socialism is the electric power industry, more spe- 
cifically described as ."private utilities and public utilities." These 
electric utility companies are primarily regulated by manipulatable 
state commissions staffed by individuals whose entrepreneural mentali- 
ties always lead them to decisions, regulations, and opinions which re- 
dound to the benefit, not of the consumers that they are designated to 
serve, but to the utility companies they are supposed to regulate. The 
federal regulatory agency, the Federal Power Commission, practices this 
deception on .a grand scale, skillfully crying helplessness in tts fail— 
ure .to regulate the electric power industry (too few personnel, too 
little money). This is hard to believe when we know that the Federal 
Government of the United States massively tries to quell a revolution 
in Southeast Asia, unseated a popular government in Cambodia, removed a 
duly elected government in Guatemala, and openly supported the perse- 
cution of an overwhelmingly popular elected government in East Pakistan. 


The antisocial actions of the electric power industry in this 
country attest to the moral decadence and social irresponsibility of 
ayiederal government sthat fails tovgive priority to the interests of 
the consumer. Data published by the Federal Power Commission dealing 
with tax benefits to utility companies show that these companies en- 
joy equal status with the Internal Revenue Service in terms of col- 
lections. According to the experts in the area of electric power, 
each year a few employers illegally keep taxes which they have de- 
ducted from employee pay checks for income, social security, and un- 
employment. These tax collections, which are passed on directly to 
the consumer under something called a cost plus formula, are kept and 
not reduced when taxes go down. The collections amount to approximately 
64 percent of the total amount of money spent by the United States Gov- 
ernment in the area of public assistance each year. This is a startling 
contrast when one considers that there are millions of individuals who 
need public assistance and only a few hundred power companies who enjoy 
these huge illegal benefits. 
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The data show that there is not a Single public or private WOLELCY, 
company in these United States that does not practice job discrimina- 
tion against blacks, women, Mexican-Americans, or Indians. The whole 
industry was recently the Subject of inquiry by the vu. s. Equal Em- 
ployment Opportunity Commission. The industry as a whole refused to 
cooperate with the puny efforts of EEOC to deal with this outrage. 
Companies are, in effect, collecting taxes from minority groups and 
women and with these taxes creating jobs which are then denied them 
aS minority groups and women because of their race, national orgin, 
and sex. 


One of the questions raised by this conference is, "How can the 
needs of people on low fixed incomes for GLeCL ric luveormrortnier utility 
services be included in the short and long term goals of the 1 ae ey 
industry?" First off.) 1 disagree with the premise of the question. 
The needs of the majority of the people in this country should not be 
subject to the long term, short term, or immediate goals of any indus- 
try. The question should be the other Way around, namely, "How can 
the utility industries be Operated in such a fashion as to serve the 
needs of all the consumers in the United States, regardless of their 
income levels?" In other words, I do not accept the proposition. that 
What is good for utility companies is good for the United States. 


Poor people in general in this country and black people in par- 
ticular have never enjoyed the fruits of this so-called private enter- 
prise system. There is indeed a serious unanswered question as to 
whether or not giant industries such as the electric power industry 
can, within the prevailing economic and political framework, be re- 
quired to and run on behalf of the people. What assumes prominence 
today in regard to regulating the electric power industry in one case 
and all industry in general is a state of confusion. It appears on 
the surface to an outsider that double-dealing dishonesty and inef- 
fectiveness reign supreme at the levels of state and federal regulatory 
agencies. 


We live in a society with an archaic concept of competition, in 
which we theoretically throw 100 loaves of bread in the middle of the 
floor over which we fight. Some people end up with 10 loaves, some 
with two, and some with none. we carry this myth forward by designat- 
ing the owners of 10 loaves as enterprising, industrious, businesslike 
individuals; those with two loaves we call middle Class, petit bour- 
geoisie; and those with no loaves we labelease lazy wclothrule sleepy- 
headed welfare recipients. If the participants in this game of com- 
petition were allowed to start off with equal access, equal protection, 
and equal opportunity, then something might be said for it; DUE aL 
reality, the game is played with the same set of rules for blind men, 
oppressed blacks, and denigrated women, as well as for those wealthy, 
Opportuned white Anglo-Saxon Protestants who end up with 10 loaves. 


The population of the United States today has passed the two hun- 
dred million mark. On the other hand, the resources of this country 
are approaching depletion. We cannot continue to survive if we continue 
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the practice of exploitation of these resources on behalf of the few. 


The solution to the problem caused by electric power and other 
industries in this nation is nationalization and complete control by the 
people who use them. We need to create a society in which the mal- 
distribution of wealth can no longer exist. We have to live under a 
set of conditions that will allow no man to starve or suffer for lack 
of medical attention. The nature of the free enterprise system is 
such that it renders our work ethic obsolete. [In this real society, 
we have maldistribution of income, economic class formation, increas-— 
ing efficiency, and a declining number of jobs, thus, a growing reserve 
army of the unemployed who are hard pressed to buy electric power or 
SVenmLood. 


As a college teacher, I am happy that I come in contact every day 
with younger people who are in growing numbers beginning to examine 
and turn off the traditional myths. The watchwords among the young are 
social accountability, community control, equitable and fair distribu- 
tion of resources, and effective protection for citizens and consumers. 
The blacks in this country, wno have never enjoyed one minute of total 
democracy, who have never been free, and who are not a part of the 
economic inner circles, have no choice but to oppose the free enter- 
prise system as it manifests itself in the electric power industry. 
It is indeed for them a question of survival. 
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Campaign Speech 
Desegregation---The Law: 


Its 
Intent and Its Enfdarcement 


The purpose of law is more than punishment of the guilty and 


protection of the innocent. It is an instrument of the people 


at best insures their survival and enhances the probability of 


progeny. 


Of all the instruments of social control: today the law is most 
fragile because of its ambivalence, 


t waxes and wanes according to 
the Ziegast or the 


most prevalent social-emotional set of its time. 
Its decrees are bare knuckles while its effect is minimal and in 


some cases its enforcement is left up to the gods. Whatever the 


reasons for this resistance to the enforcement of the law, the fact 
remains that one of the main reasons is the resistance of the vested 


interest using its power always to maintain the status quo. 


One can always be certain that when a new law is made 


issued that calls for social change, there will always be the counter- 
force or counter group finding new arguments, using old arguments, 


using old methods, and developing new methods always designed and 
always directed toward the avoidance of that decree. And so we come 


to the Skelly-Wright Decision and the old manuever of non-compliance, 


The main impact of this decision was against the tract system 


which was a devilish, perverted diversion used against the Supreme 


ms ae 


Court"s decision against the separate but equal doctrine in 1954. 

Yet while I travel around the campaign circuit, people céntinuosly 
ask me what I think of ability grouping. When this happens, I ask 
myself - what are they asking me---Is the question really what I think 
of ability grouping or is the question an inquiry about what I think 
about a new track system. If the question is what I think about a new 
track system, the answer is exactly what I think about the old track 
system----a devilish diversion against the Supreme Court's decision 
and against a minimum population count of twenty million Americans. 

If the question concerns itself with ability grouping and really 

means ability grouping, then I say ---We need a miracle worker to 
define ability because the tests used to measure ability are biased 
against the urban population in our major cities today. There are no 
culture-fair tests today. This is an alarming indictment agianst the 
test makers. So alarming in fact that a test morortorium on black 
children has been called for by the Black Caucus of A.P.A. In order 
to have ability grouping, there must be culture-fair tests. Since 
there are none, I say to you that the first step toward ability 
grouping is to select samples of the population from this city 
according to the cultures and sub-cultures of this city, standarize 


them on the population in this city, and then cross-validate them 
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with the existing achievement, aptitude, and intelligence tests. 

This is a big job, but it is a job that some city must undertake, 
why not here in Washington, D.C. The first step toward ability grouping 
is culture-fair tests. 

The second step toward ability grouping is a multi-ethnic 
curriculum. A curriculum that every child can identify with and find 
adventure in. A curriculum that will build the child's self-concept, 
not a curriculum that will tear it down. A curriculum that truly. 
has something to offer other than behavioral sets. A curriculum that 
pele Cheschiid~=— = you are somebody, you are needed, you are wanted. 
A curriculum that reinforces a child for being a person regardless 
of his color or creed, not because color and creed are related to 
the kind of person that the child may be, but because color and creed 


are related to the kind of education that child can receive. 


This is the big hang-up in American Education. Almost all of 


4 ® 
Cr 


is based upon a uni-ethnic concept. As long as we have this concept 
we can not have fairness in ability grouping. Curriculum must be 
developed that is culture-fair. This includes reading, writing, and 
arithmetic. When we are over these hurdles, I will be in favor of 


ability grouping. 
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I want to thank all of you teachers for working in the D.C. SChool 
‘System and I want to apologize to you as a fellow tax-payer for the sad 


plight of our schools. It's not your fault, but I know where the trouble 
lies. Let mr be yout trouble shooter. Send me to the Presidential 


building. Send some more good candidayés with me. 
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Ladies and gentleman of Neighbors Inc. Brightwood Civic Association, 
Northwest Boundary Civic Association, South Manor Neighborhood Association, 
Civic League of North Portal Estates, Area 2B Council, and Coolidge and 
Roosevelt Home and School Associations, Juluis Hobson as a large candidate 
for the Board of Education regrets that he is unable to present his statement 
here tonight personally. However, he intends to come later to answer ques- 
tions from the audience. Mr. Hobson has asked me to represent him, in 
order that you may know where he stands in general with regard to several 
very important issues concerning all parents and children living in the 
District of Columbia. 

Julius Hobson, as you well know is no "new comer" among the everincreas- 
ing barage of critics of our schools. He is no “Johnny Come Lately” with 
a new found interest in education as the surest entry to ocey politics. 

He is rather a tireless devotee to and fighter for high quality education 
for all children whether poor or richableck or white, handicapped or gifted 


in whatever neighborhood they live. | 
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Mr. Hobson is a person with a long term interest in education and 
the community. In 1953 he was President of Slowe Elementary School, in 
1955-57 President of Woodridge Civic Association, 1958 Chairman of NAACP 's 
Committee on Employment and Education, in 1960 chairman of the DC Branch 
of CORE. 

In 1966 Hobson filed Hobson vs Hansen suit after inreneive research 
on the gross inequities in public education in the District of Columbia. 
In 1967 Judge J. Skelly Wright handed down a decision in favor of Hobson, 
a decree os significant importance roars children in the District of 
Columbia and perhaps to children throughout the United States. cus, 
education should be available in every school, and every classroom, for 
every child. As a long range objective Hobson believes bussing children 
across town to equalize educational apportunities is unacceptable. As 
a member of the Board of Education he will strive to make quality education 
a product of each school in the District of Columbia. 

Policy and practices regarding public education should reflect 


the wishes of parents and their children. Parents should not be viewed 
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as "outsiders" in the system, for it is from the taxes of its citizens 
and for their children that public education owes its existence. 

Mr. Hobson as a member of the Board of Education will solicit 
and be responsive to parents’ views and wishes about education for their 
children. 

He will actively seek additional ways for public education to 
reflect the opinions and choices of the children and youth being educated. 
For perhaps if we knew more about what youth were expecting from schools 
we would not have an alarming dropout rate, or poor performance from 
able and potentially compiletent young people. 

Curriculum reform should be immediate and geared to the needs of 
children. Children in junior and senior high schools should be able to 
exercise choices of teachers by whom the wish to be taught, as is now 
the practice in ecicucions of higher education. Students’ criticism 
or approval of curriculum and SHE should be encouraged in order 
that educators may make the fullest evaluation of innorative techniques. 


The ultimate goal of the School Board should be to achieve 
fiscal autonomy. Without decisive control over the income and expendi- 


Nien 


fio. 21) Se agney Od) cost 2) 0k Bot ,msrsye- os ns 
i oa wee ete, * > ne | us ; : 


poirelaled 672. 2gwo nolsanu4 of fduq Jai 1; 
~~ & my os : st J 7 7 y 


202204. Eiiw ontocavlS te fueyt af: (oo taprwm © 3 ESS 


oe 


nojjiaiihe vod ypaditw bg evatv esnsteG Of ots. 
ee 7 hid oo i. a 


» 
‘d 
° 
1, 
i 
rr ts a AL ' [ J rt 1 » : 7 i ; >be 28 ¥ ’ 4 ad 
be(gxiest ttucy » wethilas 3 in esotain ia ae: oF ae 
- ba 2 , 
Ase ba KS s f rey i its 3 ’ ¢ v ° ' rs [ <A i 
- 
my re Syogwes galeriels — 
_— r 
i ne 26 $52 1% ? gfis . ; 
é ‘ 
’ 
7 " , . ° 
7he5 7 r @&s 4 a ak i ad i * j yt b Leen tuber mol TF 
; war 
f 
| 
; a dee 
Z P| ‘ of; be «< ‘ q in vf Bt) eee “4, ad Re30s1 fw es 
a 7: 
; : - “ * 
_ 7 


> ; J 
: aa 
wie 3 im Pitqued al, OF Ap! HS Mone Ge ¢ iennege =a PSION S2L970KS 
R Tee, ri : 
rf 


- rs 7 > 
: - ; 7 
7 Shas i a> \oe9 nea 4 afomoe is. rT rsd 1% ‘twoks : =s : a>. adie eek | bg 9 


Y 4 | A . i Ce _ ah 7 ' : 

NM fj ; tgs 7 ve 

ie i rim: bow suf tee 7 

7 Hove ni Re ney wns age! “% onde, ad > 7 be ‘ oy 6 | ae 40 “ 
re - 


; 4 ne +a aan 
- 7 on — se | sa 7 7 : 
_ ce Wor whos ‘. ) - eo Eis 7 amine 3 > 
; ; a 


ee 
- 


tures of the public schools, the Board of Education surrenders much of 
its ability to deliver the quality education expected and @<4e€ee 
by District residents. 

Nor the least of the consequences arising from lack of financial 
control of education is the abominable status of our school buildings. 
Unconscionable slashing of construction funds by Congress over many years 


has meant obsolete substandard, and over crowded schools for a great many 
| 


of our children. Yesterdays buildings are inadequate for today and 
tomorrow. The structures needed for a modern and dynamic urban society 
must reflect the will and spirit of the community. They must be build- 


ings welcoming the citizens it serves day and night winter and summer, 


| 


| 
bursting with the activity of year-round learning by children and adults. 


| 


As a member of the Board of Education I will support “innovative 


ht | 
physical plant changes, imaginative renovation of existing buildings and 


| 


hasty retirement of structures unsuitable as institutions of modern urban 


education. 
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In conclusion, Julius Hobson is a condidate interested in 
| 
educational excellence throughbout the community. Good education must 
reflect the needs of all sectors of the community and it must have as 


its objective the preparation of every child for full participation 
in an ever changing and urbanized environment. It is only when parents 
' | 


have the confidence that their children can receive the highest quality 


| 
education no matter where they go to school, that public education in 


| 
the District of Columbia will be the racial and socioeconomically 
| | 


| 


integrated community we expect. aaa 
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November 2'3 1968 


STATEMENT MADE BY JULIUS HOBSON AT PRESS CONFERENCE, 12:30 P.M., SATURDAY, 
NOVEMBER 23, 1968, IN WASHINGTON, D. C. 


As one who was fortunate to receive the endorsement of the Committee for 
Excellence and Equality in Education, | want to add my strong personal endorse- 
ment to the 8 other candidates endorsed by the Triple-E Committee -- At-Large 
candidate, John Sessions; and the 7 Ward candidates: Charles Cassell - Ward les 
John Treanor - Ward 2; Bardyl Tirana - Ward 3; Mrs. Mattie Taylor - Ward 5; 


Mrs. Martie Swaim = Ward 6; John Burns - Ward 7; and Edward Saunders - Ward 8. 


If the civic records, public statements and occupational backgrounds of these 
eight persons are carefully examined, District voters cannot help but conclude 
the candidates are unusually representative of this city and, in particular, 


their wards. 


In fact, the Triple-E slate is an outstanding group of dedicated citizens who 
Can be counted on to carry out the decisive mandate for change which District 


voters demanded on November Sth. 


During the last two weeks | have been campaigning for all of the Triple-E 


candidates. However, there are two ward races about which | feel very strongly. 
Those are Wards 5 and 8. 

In Ward 5, one of this city's most honored women is being challenged by a young 
man whose civic consciousness seems to be measured by the amount of money he is 


spending in this campaign. 


Wide-spread convictions exist that Mrs. Taylor's opponent is the tool of certain 


large computer interests both in the District and in New York City. He has 


> ae 
wee 
Dy ett 


a Gish 
. 
hy 


li dite) ; iF a) 


{ 
vt na Pe. 4 > ? * Wie nt q 
Aa? 1& hg ‘oe an 4, Z 7 | ’ 


ay “ J 
ha es a as Tic? 
f 7 ; 
e 2 « or : i? 
6 ie i ' 
| ( a , : n 
ay a >a D : 


- Xo: mi ; | As - 


4 
: 
4} - 
: ve 
6 
wee ty 
~ 
a a 
} ¢ ’ : 
»? = 
‘i - 
th - 
2 
¥* 
j 
Lor 
7 
Y i 7 
ay ay te} - 

Re iy 
5 kes 


; se Ve f 7 WS 
Pte eo er 


; 
it ee | 


; 4 i Ab 7 i 7 vd \ 
hile ad eer tae ee. i/o oe Ray i 
a a | . ; ; 7 
> ae ae : ae aa). <r  e ; <a 


Hobson 11/23/68 Statement 2 


probably spent more money than any one of the original 63 school board candidates. 
| call upon him to make a special accounting - before the election on Tuesday, 


November 26theof his expenditures and financial contributions. 


He probably will not, and therefore on! the voters of Ward 5 can decide whether 
their political decisions can at unknown bosses. Only Ward 5 can 


decide whether it is up for > Palerecrl CRAB. 


But let me make this promise to the citizens of the city, especially Ward 5, and 


| will put it in writing so | can be held accountable. 


One of my first acts on assuming office as a member of the Board of Education 
will be to have a reputable law firm examine, in detail, every single contract 
the Board has with any computer firm and the monthly and yearly dollar amounts 


spent on all business machine: rentals and sales. 


| am putting Mrs. Taylor's opponent on notice now that in the unlikely and 
unfortunate event of his election, his statements and actions concerning computer 
contracts will be under constant official scrutiny. If any evidence of possible 
conflict of interest is ever suggested, | will do everything possible to have the 
Board of Education refer the matter to both the United States Department of 
Justice and the D. C. Attorney for investigation. The Nation's capital is going 


to have a conflict-of-interest-free Board of Education. 

Mrs. Taylor, who has a lovely family and is a young mother with children in the 
school system, will be an important force in creating this healthy atmosphere. 

In Ward 8, this city has exactly the kind of man who will be of great assistance 
in guaranteeing an efficient and administratively honest Board of Education. 


He is Edward Saunders, a Government Management Analyst. 


Of all 63 School Board candidates who ran in the November 5th election, Mr. Saunders 


was the only management analyst. 


. * Hobson 11/23/68 Statement 


He can look at a budget and tell you where there is ''added fat'' and where the 


school children are being short-changed. 
Every school board in America needs an Ed Saunders. 
: : nea por ct, eo 
But besides his brilliant analytical mind, he's got heart (we black folks call 


° ° ve" Nei 
it soul) and a compassionate concern for people. 


In Ward 4, the Triple-E Committee made no endorsement, but |, nevertheless, 
warmly endorse Mrs. Muriel Alexander for the School Board. Her experience in 
the school system is vitally necessary on the Board of Education. She brings 


a point of view that should and must be heard. 
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Answer to an Article Which Appeared on the 
Editorial Page of the Washington Post on Sunday Sept., 13 
by Mr. Robert W. Hartman entitled, 
"Judge Wright and Dr. Clark -- Two Major School Plans May Be Inowmm- 
September 16, 1970 patible." 


A September 5 Washington Post editorial referred to Judge Wright's 
recent order in the Hobson V. Hansen case: in the following manner, 

"We should think no one, except maybe Senator Strom Thurmond, would 

want to quarrel with the premise...that ‘the minimum the Constitution 
will require and guarantee is that for their objectively measurable 
aspects schools be run on the basis of real equality, as least unless any 
inequalities are adequately justified.'" 

That premise was the basis of Judge Wright's landmark decision of 
1967 when he ordered a redress of imbalances in the District schoéls and 
was again the premise for his September 1 finding that "a prima facie 
case of violation of the 1967 decree seems to have been made out." 

Hence my complete surprise with Robert W. Hartman's distorted 
analysis on Sunday's editorial page, September 13, entitled "Judge Wright 
and Dr. Clark -- Two Major School Plans May Be Incompatible." de= Maw 
Bavckran.tirlLocal$broneEhnuvmond? We do know that he was formerly on the 
staff of the Assistant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation in H.E.W., 
and that he now holds a new position -- with the Brookings Institution -~ 
the recognized citidal of reliable research. A phone call to Mr. Hartman 
also confirmed my worst suspicion that his knowledge of the Wright 
decision was actually limited to reading the September 1 Order in the 
Washington Post. Mr. Hartman's analysis ignored the significant 183 
page 1967 Opinion, the transcript of the original trial, analysis con-~- 
tained in the first and second briefs leading to the September 1 Order, 
and numerous critiques by leading experts. | 

Perhaps Mr. Hartman's most fatal error is his concept of "Two 


Major School Plans". The Wright Order is a U.S. District Court 
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Opinion upheld at the Appellate level nid is based on Constitutional 
law. If the Board of Education and the school administrators continue 
to disregard this law, they may subject themselves to civil and perhpps 
criminal liability. 

The Clark Plan is a matter of choice, the Wright Order is a matter 
of law. The Clark Plan is one of a number of accelerated reading pro-~ 
grams which will be tried out in public schools this Fall. Los Angeles 
announced a new reading program designed by the city schools' reading 
task force for 22 elementary schools or approximately 18,000 students. 
There are many others of various designs. 

I fail to see ony relationship or conflict between the Clark Plan, 
or any teacher incentive program and Judge Wright's Order. Mr. Clark's 
ancient contention that Blacks can learn and that they are as good as 
anybody e/se is a foregone conclusion and annoying to militant Blacks. 
On the other hand, I think his emphasis on holding teachers accountable 
for how they teach supports my contention that education remains the 
only industry in the history of free enterprise which holds the consumer 
(the child) responsible for the quality of the product. 

Mr. Hartman and I have never met; his generalized and inaccurate 
estimates of "the Hobson view" of the D.C. Public schools were so out- 
rageous that even my worst opponents must have sighed. Mr. Hartman 
states tht Hobson's equalization solution stems from two assumptions: 
1) Schools are operating more or less efficiently with the resources 
they have: 2) Good teaching is important and higher paid teachers in the 
District are better teachers. He must know that teachers are classified 
by the school administration and paid accordingly. The old tired ones who 
are probably the permanent ones are called "better" by the Board of Edu- 
cation. 

I have demonstrated and stated many times, including in the most 


recent WIQE publication The Damned Children, that both assumptions are 
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incorrect. I have testified before Congress on budgetary requests, and 
at those hearings have entreated Congress not to give the school adminis- 
tration more money to continue the destruction of children. Congress, 
many times, has endorSed programmed retardation and thereby consigned 

the Black and poor children to the social and economic junk heap. 

So Mr. Hartman quotes that "Hobson's view is that the cars are all 
there, running well, the only question being who gets to ride. The issue 
of efficiency versus quality--in stark form. Who is right?" My opinion 
is the complete reverse of Mr. Hartman's assumption of my opinion, in fact 
one of the reasons I have not seriously entered the debate on the Clark 
Plan is its irrevalency. The school administration is so incompetent 
and ineffective the Plan stands little chance of city-wide implementation 
even if everyone agreed on procedures. 

Another Hartman error obvious to anyone familiar with public 
school finances is that the basic data resulting in Judge Wright's 
September 1 finding of "spectacular inequality in over-all per-pupil 
expenditures" related only to regularly budgeted funds (i.e. funds 
granted by Congress on an annual basis for operating all District schools). 
I have asked the Court to order that these funds be spent equally on 
each child. Mr. Hartman fails to note (or doesn't know) that sizable 
compensatory or ESEA funds are available for use in the poorest and 
most negledted schools--over and above regularly budgeted funds. While 
often misused and diverted to wealthier schools, these special title 
funds offer additional sources of income which can provide extra support 
and a broad range of educational services to the most severly dis-~- 
advantaged schools. I am sure these funds are being utilized in the 
Clark Plan. 


Mr. Hartman also failed to identify the most important issue of 


the Wright decision--the ethical issue. 
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of-pheny-whttestibersts. The U.S. Constitution should guarantee, if 

it guarantees anything, the right of each child to equal protection and 
thereby equal access to educational resources. In fact, I believe the 
court has so stated. The Hobson V. Hansen case was never intended to 
define "quality" AA siatoanas which mus¢ address itself to qualities not 
measurable such as teacher attitudes, sensitivity to children, curriculum 
content, etc. The "tools" of the Wright decision will not insure 
"quality" education, but once equity in educational resources is estab-— 
lished and becomes a non-debatable practice, parents can easily attack 
other qualities not so easily defined. fn the District of Columbia 
skin color and affluence dictate the distribution of resources in 
public education. It is not unreasonable to assume that this practice 
will continue under the Clark Plan. 

I have never heard any oppressed parents and children make the 
argument that equalization of expenditures per pupil and other resources 
in public education would not facilitate better learning opportunities. 
This argument always comes from the Robert Hartmans' who enjoy the 
privileges of "evaluating" at the expense of the poor. Another very 
strange thing about this argument is that it flies in the face of the 
Constitution of the United States. "Equal protection" certainly does 
not exist in schools whereby an administration in 1970 spends as high 
as $2024 per child (Bundy) and as low as $305 per child at Tubman, an 
inexcusable expenditure difference of $1719. When I went to court in 
1966 using 1964 data the spread was $411, when I returned using 1968 
data the spread had increased to $506. It is now $1719. Thus, to 
even the most bigoted and most class-conscious, this spread in ex- 
penditures must appear unfair -- not to mention the unequal distribu- 


tion of other resources such as books, essential equipment, special 


funds, etc. 


ods evatfioad i des ar .8eptnoges Isnokssoubs. oF BRoD0s Isppe doreds 


ot be Snssatk x3ven ssw ©2889 neaneH av noadon od? setsse oa esc duos 
ton aeitifsup o3, tisatt ees1bbs dgun fo kel aolssoubs: ysbtsop" onites 
melita sire 91 Bhteds ot yiivis tense eebusttis redoses Bs dove eldsivesem 
exuant ton {Liw note toob sd kaw ects to “aloos" eat aia Jrstnoo 
-dsteo ai gedzvoasx Issotssoube at a hive sono stud mo btsoube: "yatisiup" 
‘Apsiste vi, peer neo ejnersq ‘eaifto ate ejigisd sdeb-aon & esmooed Has bedetl 
sidmaloo to soizssia erts nr -Beniied yitess oe ton esitilsue rerio 
ed. ‘RgD1NOBe% to ie. iba th oatas edt ststoib esneuviits bas reLoo cide 
ecijosigq eids isd omyeas o3 of dsnoassxnn jon ai tI° imoitsoubs oildug 
| 269 Wusid edt. 19bas esunisnoz fLiw 

eds eAsm. secbi bdo bas asasisq beeeoxryqo yas Suised. 19ven eved I 
seoitionex, e139. bas fiquq 19q sexstibasgxe to aokisstisupe ted ttemopis 
-etjinusiogge ptimisel xetied etstilios? tog Bivow soiisoube olliduq ai 
‘90h Waite oiw ‘ansmtisH jyodos ents moxi semen eyswis jmeswpxn etAt 
Y{ev. tedsonA — sto0g edi.t0 senscqxe edt ts *ontisuiave" to iccintitebiie 
ons to est ois mk. zeki2 3i ts ai tnemupis elds suods prids epnsrse 
ee0b yiaissre "nolsoetoxa isupi"  .eecs32? Bes ia. ods Re moistutisenod 
fpid as ebrece Ovel at nolisxieinimbs is ydetedw eleodoe mi teixe ston 
gS temdyt 2s Blido x8¢ SOE? es wol es bas (ySaua) Bilis 194 S£0S2 es 
ft}. Fxtig@ Gt Inpw, X cgPH .CLv62 to eomexeI8iS e103 Lbucgxs eldsesoment 
eek. aptaw bedtuiex I.nerlw LA saw beasqe odd si6h bSCL pniay ade! 
o4,,. cual etre won 2f 31. ..a0de “ Beaesexoni Sed beerqe ent sieb 
-%e cs Aepige elds vedo.toaneosmma ts, 3gom bas hesopid taom eds aeve 
“uch <3atb feupens edt noitasm of jon -- ‘xiettens Tseqqs Jeus sensi baeq 
fsiosae..dnemeiéps tstineaes ,exood es dose aaorsoesy vedio to nots 


~ 5 « 


Mr. Hartman, and the Washington Post, in their coverage of the 
Wright Order appear to be carrying out the contention of the poet who 
said "...a lie shall wear the garb of truth, and truth itself appear a 


lie." This dangerous practice can precipitate sufficient distrust 


ios 
we 


to incite a revolution, which if things in education continue“ as they 
are would be justified. Violation of the rights of the poor, in the | 
name of the Clark Plan or any other plan, should not be allowed 
immunity from the Court Order. If the school Board has ignored the 
Court Order during the past three years, they are as guilty of illegal 
conduct as any bank robber who would be punished. In fact, they are 
more guilty because they violate the rights of thousands, while the 
bank robber steals from only a few. What does the slogan "Equal 
Justice Under Law" found over the door of the U.S. supreme Court 
really mean? Is it just a slogan to be ignored? The School Boards 
conduct in this case implies that they think the court is not ho be 
taken seriously. The elected Board members seem to think that they 
have some kind of sovereign immunity. 

Gre-terrtmens of Society must learn that the children's cry 
is urgent. There is no time in the future at which these problems 
can be solved. The challenge on behalf of the oppressed is in the 
moment, and the time to implement and uphold the law is always right 


now. 
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TESTIMONY OF JULIUS W. HOBSON 
BEFORE THE SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON EQUAL EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITY 


September 23, 1971 


My name is Julius W. Hobson. I am the Director of the 
Washington Institute for Quality Education. WIQE is a non- 
profit organization designed to develop action research programs 


in public education. I also teach a course at the American Uni- 


versity entitled, "Social Problems and the Law." I am here to 
discuss: 1) the effect of unequal resources among schools within 


school districts and 2) the extent to which federal programs bene- 
fit disadvantaged children, using the D. C. school system as an 
example. 

In the District of Columbia, education is a big industry 
and should be administered as such. Washington schools have an 
average annual budget of over $150,000,000¥ with approximately 
18,000 employees (6,817 of them teachers) serving some 143,000 
children (more than 97% black), who attend school in over 200 pub- 
thie burldings’: 

Up to now, large urban school systems in the United States 
have traditionally consigned the poor and the black children to 
the social and economic junk heap. This goal has been accomplished 
through a variety of vehicles, some obvious, like simple segrega- 
tion by race, others more subtle, such as an unequal distribution 


of educational resources, rigid tracking, and inferior physical 


*Funds from all sources 
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plants. The Washington, D. C., school system has been guilty on 
every count. In fact, my first challenge to the D. C. schools oc- 
curred in 1953, under Superintendent Carl Hansen, when I attempted 
to take my six-year-old son to the closest elementary school (all 
white), rather than transport him out of our neighborhood to a- 
nother school (all black). There were no top level objections then 
to bussing children in order to maintain segregation. The whole 
issue of bussing is camouflage -- both on the part Of Nixon and of 
the NAACP -- to cover what we refuse to deal with, inequality in 
the distribution of public resources. 

Let us go back through history. Nearly 20 years ago, Brown 
v. Board of Education shook the entire country and exposed the 
bitter consequences of racism in the United States. Although it 
was an extraordinary decision, it still masked a greater fight, 
which is now being faced by this committee. 

Blacks applauded the death of the separate-but-egqual doctrine, 
not because of an enormous desire to integrate, as suspected by 
fearful whites, but because we knew where the real educational re- 
sources were -- in the white schools. Black schools, such as the 
one I attended in Birmingham, Alabama, were subject to the whim 
and caprice of white officials like the white superintendent who 
spoke at my graduation and who said, "You sing so well that God must 
have set aside a separate place in heaven for you people." 

Integration was only a temporary and expedient ploy to post- 


pone the more important and revolutionary issues related to the 
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equal distribution of public funds in public programs; in other 
words, should tax benefits be disbursed according to the level of 
payment, or, in a democracy, should we be talking about "one man, 
one dollar?" 

It is extraordinary to me that the really significant 
questions have been ignored for so long and that we are now, for 
the first time, addressing ourselves to what is obvious. The 
fight for equal resources is not a black/white fight; it is a war 
perpetuated by those who benefit the most from public resources 
against those unable to object. 

Ehe, research «Leading, to. wudge. i. Skelly Wright's) opinion of 
June, 1967, in the Hobson v. Hansen case, exposed the differential 
treatment within the District of Columbia school system. After a 
two-year struggle, we were able to secure through court order data 
on the average expenditure per pupil in elementary schools. These 
data ranged from a low of $216 per child in the poor and black 
community to a high of $627 per child in the wealthy white com- 
munity, or 190% more for the white child than for the black in the 
school year 1963-1964. 

When these data were put before the court, the differential 
in expenditures per pupil between the lowest school in the pre- 
dominantly black community and the highest school in the predomin- 
antly white community amounted to S411. By 1968, this spread 
had increased to $506. Data for 1970 showed that the differential 


had reached an unbelievable $1,719. 
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Judge Wright's 1967 opinion decreed that discrimination in 
the distribution of public resources based on race or income was 
unconstitutional and thereby ordered the school system to set 
about eliminating this differential. The judge stated that: 

The doctrine of equal educational opportunity 
for Negro and poor public school children of the 
District of Columbia, under the equal protection 
clause in its application to public school edu- 
cation, is in its full sweep a component of due 
process binding on the District of Columbia under 
the due process clause of the Fifth Amendment. 

The D. C. school administration made no attempt to abide 
by the judge's decree, even though it was upheld at the appeals 
court -level.=4Thus? ithe plainti£ifs returnedstozcount ing1970, 
asking that the school administration be directed to equalize ex- 
penditures per pupil based on teachers' salaries from regular 
budgeted funds. The court found on behalf of the plaintiffs and 
so ordered on May 23, 1971. 

My testimony from here on will deal with the statistical 
proof upon which the case was based. The D. C. public schools 
over the last six years have fared well in terms of money re- 
ceived from the U. S. Congress. In fact, the data in TABLE 1 
show that the D. C. schools have had an increase in appropriated 
regular budgeted funds of 83.5% from 1966 through 1971 and that 
the average amount of funds appropriated versus funds requested 
over the same period amounted to a fantastic 95.8% -- a higher 


batting average than any other school district in the United States. 


TABLE 2 shows that in the fiscal year 1969, the D. C. public 
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schools had more professional staff (excluding teachers) per 1,000 
pupils than does, for example, New York City, Philadelphia, Balti- 
more, Boston, or Cleveland. 

It appears, therefore, that the "answer" is not more money 
to do more of what the school system is already doing or to add 
more deputy and duplicate superintendents, but rather to engage 
in a more economical and intelligent utilization of existing funds 
directly in behalf of the children. 

The scatter diagram entitled, "Relation of Average Per Pupil 
Expenditures to Neighborhood Income Levels for the School Year 
1969-1970," shows one D. C. elementary school at the highest ex- 
treme had average expenditures per pupil of $2,024, while the 
lowest expenditure per pupil in another elementary school came to 
»>3O5 Olea Gaitterential of $1,719. 

Now, turn to the WIQE publication entitled, The Damned 
Children: A Layman's Guide to Forcing Change in Public Education. 
From this I will paint a glaring picture of segregation and dis- 
crimination in public education in this city from the school years 
1906 through 1969. 

The discussion of federal funds and their effect on disad- 
vantaged children will relate to Charts 13 and 14, found on pages 

Following Hobson II comes the decision from the Supreme Court 
of the State of California on August 30, 1971, stating that, "The 


California public school financing system, with its substantial 
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dependence on local property tax and resultant wide disparities in 
school revenue, violates the equal protection clause of the Four- 
teenth Amendment." 

The court related further that, "We have determined that this 
funding scheme invidiously discriminates against the poor because 
it makes the quality of a child's education a function of the 
wealth of his parents and neighbors." 

While this is a landmark decision, which, if left standing, 
will revolutionize funding among school districts within the 
states, it does nothing about discrimination against individual 
children within school districts and still allows the kind of 
discrimination to exist which existed in the District of Columbia 
in 1964. It is still possible in the state of California for any 
one school within a school district to receive one-half the funds 
received by any other school within that district, thus leaving 
school districts with the full right to continue discrimination 
against minorities and poor children under their jurisdiction. 

Tt is evident that the parents in California are faced with 
duplicating the Hobson v. Hansen decision in order to assure the 
elimination of discrimination against minorities and the poor. 

In other words, California is where the District of Columbia was 
Teor 

It is always surprising to me that so-called "well-meaning" 

parents, teachers, and citizens who enjoy the greatest share in 


public resources always defend their position by stating that money 
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doesn't matter, that the real problems of the poor involve broken 


homes, unruly children, poor habits, alcoholism, and drugs; yet, 


I have never heard a poor family say that additional -- certainly, 
at minimum, egual -- resources would not be of enormous help. 


The Damned Children attempts to deal with this myth and to 
face inequality in school finances, an issue which now extends be- 
yond the institution of education; for if it is unconstitutional to 
discriminate in the distribution of public resources in on 
might it not also be unconstitutional to discriminate in the dis- 
tribution of public jobs and other public services, such as health, 


transportation, and even sanitation? 


Julius W. Hobson, Director 
WIOE 

300 M Street, S. W. 
Washington, 4D. ,C. 

554-3308 
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TABLE 1 


De Gre PUBELCSSECHOOIS 
REGULAR BUDGET FUNDS: 
REQUESTS VERSUS APPROPRIATIONS 
FISCAL YEARS 1966 - 1971 
(IN MILLIONS) 


V—————— Onn ————— 


Percent of Percent of 
Total Amount Total Amount Requests Appropriation 

Year Appropriated Requested Appropriated Increases 
1966 S526 SSOre/ D3 I ~- 

L967 Rel sid! Sooo 100 53% Loa 

1968 Spm SLOG30 90.5% 11.4 

MST Ere) SLO 5 $104.8 kee SHE Sao 

1970 Mga) $133.5 92.8% 228i 

IES EE Sic ay, SeE tO 100.8% lige 


SS LLL LO gg 


Increase in appropriated funds from 1966 to 1971 = 83.5% 


Average amount of funds appropriated versus funds requested, 
196608 = 919715 —=30555% 
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TABLE 2 


OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL, 
PROFESSIONAL STAFF, AND TEACHER SALARY RANGES 
FOR) WASHINGTON, “Di. Cu, 

AND OTHER SELECTED SCHOOL SYSTEMS 
FISCAL YEAR 1969 


A a cr 


Operating | Teacher Salary 

Expenditures Professional Range (3) 

Per Pupil (1) Staff Per 
School System (All Funds) 1000 Pupils (2) Beginning Maximum 
New York, N. Y. 1b gk Oe5 4) a5 Oy ADG 13,900 
Matuiasa@o st. Val 1,008 45.6 6,400 16,000 
Butta lo, eeey.. 960 52 6,800 2 Le 
Phila., Pa. 941 Nowa. 6,700 135.300 
Wash.) .D.eC. Ee) 63:40 1, 000 13,440 
Av ling tonseow me vae N. A. (4) 5530 6,200 per 7 02 
Montgomery Co., Md. 801 5058 6,340 3 SL 
San Diego, «Cal: 801 N. A. 6,650 14,010 
Seattle, Wash. 801 48.3 eyyal fs) T2250 
Prince Geo.'s Co., Md. 747 She OZ 00 13,640 
Baltimore, Md. TAR, 49.3 67,500 12,400 
Cleveland, Oh. 682 N. A. 6,250 LT, 000 
Boston, Mass. 680 SIS iy P 6,000 2,00 


(1) Figures from D. C. Public Schools, Proposed Operating Budget 
for FY) bogey August, 19697 p. 23-xXx—-6. 


(2) Figures from D. C. Public Schools, Proposed Operating Budget 
LOLA EY Giga, sAuguse, (19697) pp.  23=xx-9°2 


(3) Figures from National Education Association, Salary Schedules 
for Teachems, 1960709, ‘Research Report, 1968-R13,, 1968, pp. 26-107. 


(4) FY 1969 figure not available; was $810 in '67-'68. 


Sources: 


D. Ce Publiceecnools,, Proposed, Operating Budget for Fy 1971, 
p. 23-XX-2. 


In a report prepared by the District government in June, 1970, pro- 
fessional staff perl1000 pupils is shown as 63.0 for FY 1969. (Govern- 
ment of the District of ‘Columbia, Supporting Materials, Federal Payment, 
pp. 1-4.) 
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D.C. ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 


Relation of Average Per Pupil Expenditures 
to Neighborhood Income Levels, [969-70 


Per Capita Pupil Expenditures 


OR peep mete ev Ot 84569) NOE 12. 13 14. 1S 


Neighborhood Median Income (in $ thousands) 
SOURCE: D.C. PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
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TESTIMONY OF JULIUS W. HOBSON 
BEFORE THE SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON EQUAL EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITY 


“ September 23, 1971 


My name is Julius W. Hobson. I am the Director of the 
Washington Institute for Quality Education. WIQE is a non- 
profit organization designed to develop action research programs 


in public education. I also teach a course at the American Uni- 


versity entitled, "Social Problems and the Law." I am here to 
discuss: 1) the effect of unequal resources among schools within 


school districts and 2) the extent to which federal programs bene- 
fit disadvantaged children, using the D. Cc. school system as an 
Saves. 

In the District of Columbia, education is a big industry 
and should be administered as such. Washington schools have an 
average annual budget of over $150,000,000% with approximately 
18,000 employees (6,817 of them teachers) serving some 143,000 
children (more than 97% black), who attend school in over 200 pub- 
PLCw DUPLO S 6 

Up to now, large urban school systems in the United States 
have traditionally consigned the poor and the black children to 
the social and economic junk Reape This goal has been accomplished 
through a variety of vehicles, some obvious, like simple segrega- 
tion by race, others more subtle, such as an unequal qiaur bution 


of educational resources, rigid tracking, and inferior physical 


*Funds from all sources 
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plants. The Washington, D. C., school system has been guilty on 
every count. In fact, my first, challenge to the D. C. schools oc- 
curred in 1953, under Superintendent Carl pale lag when I attempted 
to take my Pecysiyaie son to the closest elementary school (all 
white), rather than transport him, out of our neighborhood to a- 
nother school (all black). There were no top level objections then 
to bussing children in order to maintain segregation. The whole 
issue of bussing es camouflage -- both on the part of Nixon and of 
the NAACP -- to cover what we refuse to deal with, inequality in 

the distribution of public resources. 

Let us go back through history. Nearly 20 years ago, Brown 
v. Board of Education shook the entire country and exposed the 
bitter consequences of racism in the United States. Although it 
was an extraordinary decision, it still masked a greater fight, 
which is now being faced by this committee. 

Blacks applauded the death of the separate-but-equal doctrine, 
not because of an enormous desire to integrate, as suspected by 
fearful whites, but because we knew where the real Baten clone! re- 
sources were -= in the white senna Black schools, such as the 
one I attended in Birmingham, Alabama, were subject to the whim 
and caprice of white officials like the white superintendent who 
spoke at my graduation and who said, "You sing so well that God must 
have set aside a separate place in heaven for you people." 

Integration was only a temporary and expedient ploy to post- 


pone the more important and revolutionary issues related to the 
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equal distribution of public funds in public programs; in other 
words, should tax benefits be disbursed according to the level (oun 
payment, or, in a democracy, should we be talking about "one man, 
one Steiileren 

It is extraordinary to me that the really significant 
questions have been ignored for so long and that we are now, for 
the first time, addressing ourselves to what is obvious. The 
fight for equal resources is not a black/white fight; it is a war 
perpetuated by those who benefit the most from public resources 
against those unable to object. | 

The research leading to Judge J. Skelly Wright's opinion of 
guney 1967, in the Hobson v. Hansen case, pee ne differential 
treatment within the District of Columbia school system. Aftera 
two-year struggle, we were able to secure through court order data 
on the average expenditure per pupil in elementary schools. These 
data ranged from a low of $216 per child in the poor and black 
community to a high of $627 per child in the wealthy white com- 
munity, or 190% more for the white child than for the black in the 
school year 1963-1904. | 

When these data were put before the court, the differential 
in expenditures per pupil between the lowest school in the pre- 
dominantly black community and the highest school in the predomin- 
antly white community amounted to $411. By 1968, this spread 
had increased to $506, Data for 1970 showed that the differential 


had reached an unbelievable $1,719. 
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Judge Wright's 1967 opinion decreed that discrimination in 
the distribution of public resources based on race Ai income was 
Gnconseieacional and eae ordered the school system to set 
about eliminating this differential. The judge stated that: 

| The doctrine of equal educational opportunity 

for Negro. and poor public school children of the 
District of Columbia, under the equal protection 
clause in its application to public school edu- 
cation, is in its full sweep a component of due 
process binding on the District of Columbia under 
the due process clause of the Fifth Amendment. 

The D. C. school administration made no attempt to abide 
by the judge's decree, even though it was upheld at the appeals 
court level. Thus, the plaintiffs returned to court in 1970, 
asking that the school administration be directed to equalize ex- 
penditures per pupil based on teachers' salaries from regular 3 
budgeted funds. The court found on behalf of the plaintiffs and 
so ordered on May 23, 1971. 

My testimony from here on will deal with the statistical 
proof upon which the case was based. The D. C. public schools 
over the last six years have fared well in terms of money re- 
ceived from the U. S. Congress. In fact, the data in TABLE 1 
show that the D. C. schools have had an increase in appropriated 
regular budgeted funds of 83.5% from 1966 through 1971 and that 
the average amount of funds appropriated versus funds requested 
over the same period amounted to a fantastic 95.8% -- a higher 


batting average than any other school district in the United States. 


TABLE 2 shows that in the fiscal year 1969, the D. C. public 
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schools had more professional staff (excluding teachers) per 1,000 
pupils than does, for example, New York City, Philadelphia, Balti- 
more, Boston, or Cleveland. 

It appears, therefore, that the "answer" is not more mene 
to do more of what the school system is already doing or to add 
more deputy and duplicate superintendents, but rather to engage 
in a more economical and intelligent utilization of existing funds 
directivyeingbenalteotetheschildren: 

The scatter diagram entitled, "Relation of Average Per Pupil 
Expenditures to Neighborhood Income Levels for the School Year 
1969-1970," shows one D. C. elementary school at the highest ex- 
treme had average expenditures per pupil of $2,024, while the 
lowest expenditure per pupil in another elementary school came to 
$305, or a differential of $1,719. 

Now, turn to the WIQE publication entitled, The Damned 
Children: A Layman's Guide to Forcing Change in Public Education. 
From this I will paint a glaring picture of segregation and dis- 
crimination in public education in this city from the school years 
‘Lo OGRC IN COUG aL I6.9. 

The discussion of federal funds and their effect on disad- 
vantaged children will relate to Charts 13 and 14, found on pages 
2/ ands29 of The Damned Children. 

Following Hobson II comes the decision from the Supreme Court 


of the State of California on August 30, 1971, stating that, "The 


California public school financing system, with its substantial 
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dependence on local property tax and resultant wide disparities in 
school revenue, violates the equal protection clause of the Four- 
teenth Amendment." ‘6 

The court related further that, "We have determined that this 
funding scheme invidiously discriminates against the poor because 
it makes the quality of a child's education a function of the 
wealth of his parents and neighbors." 

While this is a landmark decision, which, if left standing, 
will revolutionize funding among school districts within the 
states, it does nothing about discrimination against individual 
children within school districts and still allows the Kindsot 
discrimination to exist which existed in the District of Columbia 
in 1964. It is still possible in the state of California for any 
one school within a school district to receive one-half the funds 
received by any other school within that district, thus leaving 
SCNOO MOIS te hICCS WiLuUnetlemcuL mec TOontatOnCOncCINnucealoCoimingtiton 
against minorities and poor children under their jurisdiction. 

It is evident that the parents in California are faced with 
duplicating the Hobson v. Hansen decision in order to assure the 
elimination of discrimination against minorities and the poor. 

In other words, California is where the District of Columbia was 
rie LoOde 

It is always surprising to me that so-called "well-meaning" 


parents, teachers, and citizens who enjoy the greatest share in 


public resources always defend their position by stating that money 
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doesn't matter, that the real problems of the poor involve broken 
homes, unruly children, poor habits, alcoholism, and drugs; yet, 
I have never heerd yay family say that additional -- certainly, 
at minimum, equal -- resources would not be of enormous help. 

aye Damned Children attempts to deal with this myth and to 
face inequality in school finances, an issue which now extends be- 
yond the institution of education -mLOuveloeLc else UnConSstL LUC TONG mLO 
discriminate in the distribution of public resources in education, 
might it not also be unconstitutional to discriminate in the dis- 
tribution of public jobs and other public services, such as health, 


transportation, and even sanitation? 


Julius W. Hobson, Director 
WIQE 

300 M Street, S. W. 
Washington, D. C. 

554-3308 
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TABLE 1 


Dio Cees Ub LORS GHOOES 
REGULAR BUDGET FUNDS: 
REQUESTS VERSUS APPROPRIATIONS 
Pato CAley LARS BLI66 B-wl 9 70 

=f e(LNeMroulONS) 


Percent of Percent of 
Total Amount Total Amount Requests Appropriation 

Year | Appropriated Requested Appropriated Increases 
1966 SLO StelOs 7) 93 4/9 -- 

L267, $86.1 eye ke! 100 3% 1389 

1968 SD SeLOORO JO% 576 11.4 

1969 SiLOWs $104.8 Teyseys Siew! 

1970 $123.9 S13305 92.8% oon 

sige lyfe Sb Sasi TF S370 100.8% 11.9 


Inerease in appropriated funds from 1966:to 1971 = 83.5% 


Average amount of funds appropriated versus funds requested, 
1966°>=-1971) =" 95'8% 


Source: D. C.. Public Schools Finance Office 
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TABLE 2 


OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL, 
PROFESSIONAL STAFF, AND TEACHER SALARY RANGES 
PORSWASHINGTON =) DanC 
AND OTHER SELECTED SCHOOL SYSTEMS 

' FISCAL YEAR 1969 


a 


Operating ye Teacherecalany 
Expenditures Professional Range (3) 
. Per Pupil (1) Staff Per’: 
School System (All Funds) 1000) Pupils (2) Beginning Maximum 
a ee Ce ne 
New York, N. Y. : 7 03a 54.5 672/50 137900 
PaunbaxC Oe mnViae thy (OG he! 45.6 6,400 1673000 
BuGtalLOeN sevice 960 525 6,800 eG 
Phila., Pa. 941 Naa 6777.00 135506 
Was Dee ee Dem ce | sere) poor 7,000 13,440 
AV ington aCOneaav a. N. A. (4) sian 67200 Loe poe 
Montgomery Co., Md. 801 eats! 6,340 LS eh 
San Diego, Cal. 801 Nov A™ Gy oow 14,010 
Seattle, Wash. 801 48.3 Siyy 1 T/is) 12 7225.0 
Prince Geo.'s Co., Md. 747 ova eh. 67 200 13,640 
Baltimore, Md. Gy), 49.3 6715.00 27400 
Cleveland, Oh. 682 NA ew Ae Analy, (OL8i@) 
Boston, Mass. 680 Bb oreZ 675.00 Happs) 


Ch) ei uguresm: COM emCarPuDliceScCchools: Proposed Operating Budget 


foreEYs1971, August, 1969,4p.) 23—xx-6. 


(2) ELgures=irom Ds Cer Publiceschools, Proposed Operating Budget 
LOUR Yell eAUGUS Cy L969 mp eo XK =o > 


(3) Figures from National Education Association, Salary Schedules 
for Teachers, 1968-69, Research Report 1968-R13, 1968, pp. 26-107. 


(4) FY 1969 figure not available; was $810 in '67-'68. 


Sources: 


D. C. Public Schools, Proposed Opera bingeBudgetaroumny, Lod 


p. 23-XX-2. 


In a report prepared by the District government in June, 1970, pro- 
fessional staff per1000 pupils is shown as 63.0 for FY 1969. (Govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia, Supporting Materials, Federal Payment, 
pp. 1-4.) 
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D.C. ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 
Relation of Average Per Pupil Expenditures 
to Neighborhood Income Levels, [969-70 


Per Capita Pupil Expenditures 
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Neighborhood Median Income (in $ thousands ) 
SOURCE: D.C. PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
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